By „ tay © 


By „ tay © 


— 


To the Peeviſh, Weak, and Malevolent 
OBJECTION S, 
| Brought by Dr. STUxELEv, in his 


ORIGINES ROTSTONIANA, NO. 2. 


a Againſt an ANSWER to, or REMARKS upon, 


His ORIGINES' ROTSTONIANE, No. 1. 


WHEREIN 


The ſaid ANSWER is maintained; Royſton proved to be an old Saxon 
Town, its Derivation and Original; and the HISTORY of Lady 
Roifia ſhewn to be a meer Fable and Figment. 


By CHARLES PARKIN, A. M. 
Rector of Oxburgh in Norfolk. 


„ "I 
Py x 
£ 


O Proceres, Cenſore opus eſt, vel Haruſpice, Nobis? 
Scilicet horreres, Majoraque Monſtra putares, 


Roifia ſi Vitulum, vel fi Bos ederit Agnum® 
| : Juv. Sat. 2. 


NORWICH: 


Printed for the AuTuor, by RogERT Davy; and fold by T. TRV, near 
Gray's-Inn-Gate, in Holbourn, MpccxLviil. | 


e LEO: 8 * & 85 * 
5 2 e 8 12 115 


THE 


INTR OD VCTIO N. 


FA EFORE I enter on this profit Reply, I 

we chink it proper to lay before the candid 
Reader, by Way of Prœmium, certain 
Rules which I 3 to obſerve, that he 
may the better judge of the true End and 
Deſign of it. — Firſt chen, I declare chat my chief View 
is in Search of Truth; and to clear up this conteſted 
piece of Antiquity, the Roi ſtan Oratory. --- Secondly, to 
do this the better, and more creditably, I ſhall build 
nothing on my own Fancy or Conjecture; but produce 
Evidences and Proofs, of eſtabliſhed Worth and Dignity, 


to ſupport what I produce, or lay down as Truth. --- 


Thirdly, that meer Tradition I look upon as idle private 
Fancy or Conjecture. --- Fourthly, that I ſhall not copy 


after my Adverſary, load or brand him with want of 


Faith, Charity, Divinity, Ic. which I look upon as un- 
juſtifiable Cenſures in the beſt of Cauſes, much more ſo 
in a Diſpute of civil Antiquity; and Symptoms of a bad, 
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iv . The Introduftion. | 1 5 


a dying Cauſe; but if I am LiBERALLY Jocose, this 
ſhall be all the Return I make, and he may thank himſelf 
for it, in expoſing himſelf ſo frequently, and his Friend 
Horace will excuſe me --- Ridentem dicere Verum, Q wid 
vetat? Fifthly, I ſhall reply in the Order that the 
Doctors Book is wrote, beginning with his Preface. 
And laſtly, ſhall prove all that 1 have propoſed in my 
| 1 he 
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Hl T O THE : Þ 
Doctors P R E FA WE 2 

ee RE 4 —— Ml 

| The Dockor proved guilty of Falſity and Calumny, and plain 5 9 


Contradictions; the Doctors oblique Turn ſhewn; hies 


Authors quoted, mention nothing of his Lady Roiſia, or f 
her Chapel; his ry of * Reader, in the very - = 
e of his Book. | 6 
N E RE we have a plain Specimen of what is to follow, a | 0 

manifeſt malevolent Falſity; the Doctor declares © that "M 

© he was informed, I had been two Years buſying my- lj 

ce ſolf and Friends about writing on the Roiſton Anti- | ll 

« quity.” — In Anſwer to this, the Reader is to know # 

— that the real Cauſe of my Anſwer, Gc. was owing to _ 

this — In April 1744, paying a Vifit to a Gentleman, I there acciden- "i | 
tally met with the preſent worthy Recorder of Lynn, who in Conver- bf 
ſation asked me 2 I had ſeen the Doctor s Orig. Royſton. if F had | l 
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| face.” 


not; ba would ſond it to me, and ſhould be. glad to 433 my Opi- 


nion of it: Accordingly he ſent it, and in the next Month I waited 
on him with it. In Fune I agreed both with the Printer and Engraver, 
and in two or three Months after (in the ſaid Year) it was printed. 
Not contented with one Calumny, he proceeds to another, viz. © That 

my Anſwer was dictated by a Party Rage.” — Whereas my Prin- 
_ are too well known, quite different from what he has ſuggeſted; 
ſo that his Charge will only wound himſelf, as will appear from what 
is to follow: He accuſes me of ill Language, but produces no Inſtance; 
alſo of an oblique Turn ſomewhere ; when bis own foul Language and 
oblique Turn appear here, and in every Page, eſpecially in this laſt 
Cenſure; wherein he maintains a certain Turn to be in me, calls it an 
Oblique Turn, and at the very fame Time declares he knows not where 
this Turn is, but yet tis oblique, tis ſomewhere. I challenge all Hiſto- 
ry to ſhow in three Words a greater Number of Abſurdities and Con- 
traditions: This muſt be allowed to be an Original indeed, but of 
what Number I leave to the Reader. I ſhall be more obliging, and 


ſhow him where his * 7 urn os being exactly in poor Peter White . 


Caſe. 
Peter White will ne er go right, 
Would you know the Roaſon why d.. 
He follows his Noſe, where er he , TIDY 
And that ſtands all wy: ;. | 


His next Attack i is on-a Popiſh Bookſeller, © 2 . * he ſays) was 


* employed to get his Plates from his Bookſeller:” — The Perſon 


| (I preſume) to whom he lays this Charge i is Mr. Lewis, and that this 


is another notorious Tul 2 will appear from this — After my Anſwer 


was printed, a Friend in London wrote me word, that it would be 
neceſſary to have two Bookſellers concerned in the Sale, at ſome Dif- 
tance from each other: This Friend applied to Mr. Lewis, delivered 
to him what Books he thought proper, and accounted with him for 


them. Mr. Lewis s Religion was as much unknown to me as his Per- 


ſon 


Reply to the Preface. vii 
ſon, having never ſeen or heard of him, or had the leaſt Correſpon- 
dence with him, even to this Day: But as the Doctor has brought his 


Name into Queſtion, and ſo unjuſtly, I have made ſome Enquiry after 


him; and am aſſured that Perſons of the firſt Quality, and of ZEminency 
in the Government, deal with him for Books. And I have a Letter 
from the late Arch-Deacon, Dr. Knight, (whom my Antagoniſt calls 
his Friend) wherein he acquaints me that ſeveral of his Friends bought 
my Anſwer of Lewis. Such Charges as theſe being ſo notorious, the 
Doctor is deſired in his next Original to put Names out at full Length, 
to deal candidly and honeſtly, as the Example here ſet him; if he does 
not, he will be -— NIGRO CARBOXE NQTANDUS. — The 
Doctor proceods, and ſays he has illuſtrated the whole Affair of 
* Lady Roifia's Chapel, from the beſt Hiſtorians, who lived in the 
© Time when Things were tranſacted, fyom Pengdaft Abbot; of Perer- 
4 borough, frem Ziovelen, Girdldus Canbtenſis, an Matt. Paris.” --- 
To which T anſwer, None of theſe Authors have ſo much as mention'd 
his Lady Raiſia, her Oratory and Imagery here, and he is challenged 
to ow from them any ſuch Account as he has given; all is owing 
to his own fruitful Head and Imagination, it is all Deception of the 
Reader, as will be abundantly manifeſted: A glorious Illuſtration in- 
deed!—— What he mentions of Capgraze, or the Hun Legend, 
will be anſwered in another Place, | 
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CHALL 


| The Doctor fill reviling, --- my Anſwer and Reply juſtified by 


Examples of wo thy learned Authors, the Doctor Lady Roiſia and 
St. Winefred compared; Pilgrimages and Saint-Worſhip to her, &c. 


recommended; Copy after Turcellinus the Feſuit, in the Hiſtory of 
the Lady of Loretto, and St. Dominick, the Kofary of Lady Roiſia. 


ERE the Doctor returns to his InveFives ---- © wonders how with- 
* out any Provocation one Man ſhould thus treat another, how one 
* who ſeems to have a Love for Studies in Antiquity can't be civil 

| to one of the like Turn!“ --- To this I reply, I know of no Inci- 

vility that a Perſon can be accuſed of in ſearching purely tor Truth; when in my 

Remarks I proved the Doctor guilty of a plain ſelf-evident Contr adiction, my 

Words were loft and candid, (P. 16.) viz, © I hope our Learned Antiquary will 

_ © pardon me, in charging him with a plain ſelf- evident Contradiction; and as 

% my Whole View is che Truth, and to c.ear up the Antiquity of the Ro/for 

% Oratory, Sc. as I preſume the Doctor's was, this I'm perſuaded he will be 

* the more readily inclined to do.” ---- How far I have been deceived in m 

Hopes, the Reader has been already, and will be more convinced of. Tru 

loves the Light, is in no fear of its Deeds being reproved; ſhall I not have the 


Liberty to give my Opinion on a diſputed P. int, as well as the Doctor has to 


ftart it, and what is more to invent it? The common Practice of the World is 
on my Side, Have we not had, and have we not daily, Anfwers and Remarks 
pn ied? All Errors and Follies owe their Riſe and Growth to their being neg- 
ected, and not expoſed in Time: Has the Doctor a greater Plea to Ifallibility 


than another Man? I'm ſure his Originals do not ſhow it. But in Defence of 


myſelf I ſhall offer two parallel Caſes in Hiſtory, one Civil, the other Eccleſiaſ- 
tical, or Religious. In the ay of King James I. Brooks publiſhed a Diſcourſe 
on the Pedigrees, Marriages, Sc. of the Nobility of England; which was an- 
ſwered by Vincent, in a Book entitled -- 4 Diſcovery of the Errors of Brooks : 
They were both Heralds, Lovers of Antiquity, of the like Turn, Vincent in his 
Preface obſerves the ſame Things of Brooks, that I do of the Doctor in this my 
Reply, and what I defire the Reader alſo to take Notice of - He has (ſays 
Vincent no Proofs, but Pythagorian, inftead of Scriptum eff (that is good 
* Authors and Vouchers) 1pſe Dixits; no Record, no Antiquity, but his own. 
* This I liked not; befides I noted in him not only Animum Contradicendi, (a 
« Spirit of Contradiction) but Stadium anc „ a willful Humour of _ 

| | | king, 


Te]. 
* king, or Calumny, Sc. --- And in writing this, &c. he was ſo far from being 
cenſured (being in Search of ruth that the great Selden; the College of Heralds; 
S gar, Garter; Rich. St. George, Norroy; S. Thompſon, Windſor ; H. St. George, 
Richmond; H. Chitting, Cheſter ; S. Leonard, Blewmantle; S. Philipor, Rouge 
Dragon, c. complimented him in their Verſes before his Work. ---- Secondly, 
in 1712, an Advocate of the Church of Rome publiſhed the Life of St. Minefred; 
to which the moſt learned Dr. Fleetwood, then Biſhop of St. Aſaph, Fa Lover of 
Antiquity wrote an Anſwer : In this the Biſhop ſhews, that ſhe was never heard 
of till about 600 Years after her ſuppoſed Death; that ſhe never had any Con- 
cern, or bore any Relation to Holywell; in ſhort, that ſhe was an imaginary 
Saint. And does it not appear that Roiſſa, the ſuppoſed Counteſs of Norfolk, and 
Foundreſs of Roiſton, was never mention d as ſuch till above 400 Years, and that 
the Doctor's Lady Roifia de Vere, Counteſs of Eſſex, not till above 550 Nears after 
her Death? And it will appear alſo, that 0 ſuch Perſon was either Foundreſs of 
the Oratory, or of the Town of Roiſton. Again the Biſhop ſhews the bad End 
and Tendency of ſuch Aſſertions, viz. to delude weak People, lead them into a 
falſe Worſhip and Love of vain Pilgrimages. --- And does not the Doctor's Work 
tend to, does it not encourage and patronize the ſame? Take his own Words 
Orig. Ne. 2. P. 84. --- © Whatſoever was that Lady's View, who on reading 
© my Book in France came over Sea, on Purpoſe to vifit fo remarkable and curi- 
* ous an Antiquity, I doubt not but ſhe thought her Pains repaid, for ſhe muſt 
«© be a Perſon that had an elegant Notion of Things.” He lays it down, that 
whatſoever was her View, (which includes Pilgrimages, Saint-Worſhip, and all 
Popery) he doubts not but ſhe thought her Pains repaid, Cc. ſhe being an ele- 
gant Lady. All which is a Thought and Compliment taken from the Jeſuit ur- 
gellinus to the Devotees, in his Hiſtory of the Houſe of the Lady of Loretto. And 
that a Pilgrimage, Saint-Worſhip, &c. was in this French Lady's View, may be 
juſtly concluded from her Viſit paid at ſuch a Diſtance from her own Country; 
and from the Doctor's making his Lady ſomething ſuperior to a common Saint, a 


Goddeſs, (as it ſeems) tiling her our Lady Roiſin; in Imitation of the Lady of 


Loretto, the Lady of Walſingham, Ec. By this Title he has ſaluted her about 200 
times in his Originals, for as he ſays --- Her placuit ſemel, har decies repetita pla- 
cebit; ſo that I expect he will act the Part of St. Domi niet, and will quickly pub- 
liſh the Ros ART Or HIs LADY RO IS IA. It is to be obſerved then, that the 
fame Reaſons which prevailed on Brooks, and in partieular with the eminent Pre- 


late above-mentioned, prevailed on me: I ſtand and fall with him, for whoſe 


Memory I have the moſt profound Veneration, having the Happineſs and Ho- 
nour to be ordained by him Prieſt and Deacon, when he prefided at Ely, and 
from whom I received particular Favours. After all this, can any one wonder 
if he hears the Doctor roaring and bellowing (like Demetrius of old at the Head 
of the Craftſmen } againſt thoſe who deſpiſe the Temple of his Lady Roiſſa, 
GREAT IS THE LADY Rois14 OF THz RoO1STONIANS! 


I. 
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The Doctor pleads for Cruci fes, Weaver Fudgment diſcuſſed, all Hi 
tory ſilent about L. Roiſia till the 16th Century, Camden knew not | 
ewhat to make of this ſuppoſed Lady. My Reaſons for a Croſs at Roi 
ſton maintained. The Doctor creates a Cerberus, a Dog with Three il 
Heads. Dr. Antiquary, turns out Dr. Novelty, Ente not hat an „ 
Hundred Court and a Three Week Court are the ſame, makes himſelf 
evonderfully ridiculous in a familiar Inſtance of his own. His Index | 
does not tally with his Book, falſe References. © Op 


N this Chapter the Doctor deſcribes, according to his own Tafte, the old 14 
Croſs at Rotfon; * that there was a Crucifix carved on it, or Image of | 
& the bleſſed Virgin Mary, and other Saints: To which I reply, How does 
he know all this? It has been deſtroyed Time immemorial, moſt likely when | 
the Hermitage was diſſolved. Shall his /Egr: Somnia be admitted againſt the if 
curious antique Seal of Roion Priory in Henry the Third's Time, where it ap- | 11 
pears to be quite plain, without any Image? But he objects that the Learned 1 
« j eaver in his Funeral Monuments lays, this Croſs was erected by Lady Roiſa; [ 
„ and he was a great Maſter in our Ezgl;þ Antiquities, of infinite Diligence in | 
“% ſearching Records, the Herald's-Office, Sir Robert Cotton's immenſe Library, 1 
* the Collections of Auguſ ine Vincent, Windſor Herald, Sc. and to ſay all Mr. {| 
| *© Camden, therefore what he writes muſt be of Authoricy.” - To this I an- "4 
| ſwer, Weaver had by the Doctor's Confeſſion all theſe mighty Helps, and yet out 
; of them all could not find or produce even one antique Deed or Record to ſu 
L port his Theſfs. In the ſame Paragraph he cites the Tower Records for Ef. de 
f Merit founding the Roifon * which was but a very few Years after the 
) ou 


ſuppoſed Roifa is ſaid to have founded the Croſs, Sc. nay, the ſaid Founder 
Eu/. de Merks is ſaid by our Author to be an Aſſiſtant at her tuneral: And would 
- not this Weaver, this Maſter of Antiquity, Sc. have produced ſome Authority 


e for Roiſias founding the Croſs and Town, as he has for founding the Priory, had —_— 
- there been any; but alas this is wanted, and left to the Doctor to ſupply? The | | 
ſe Truth is, Camden is the firſt Author I have met with who broached this No- | 
J- tion, unſupported by any Record, Sc. and is it not wonderful that all Hiſtory, f 
d from Henry II. to _— Elizabeth or King James's Reign, ſhould be profoundly i 
er filent on this Subject, if the Caſe was as the Doctor has repreſented? Camden 3 
id indeed himſelf mentions it as a meer idle Tradition, — Lady Roifia by ſome | | | 
a, 5 ſuppoſed to have been * Counteſs OI ; but this the Doctor has proved | 
2 | to 
38 li! 


* Some make her Wife of Rich, de Clare, others Daughter of Pain Peverell, --= Chauncys Hertf, P. 90, 


to be falſe, and not his Lady Roiſia: In this idle Tradition, Weaver implicitly 
followed Camden, and on this weak Foundation is the Doctor's whole Babe 
erected, As to /Feaver's infinite Diligence in ſearching Records, Sc. I ſhall 
here pre:ent the Reader with an Inſtance _ of many that I could bring) 
in the Church of Sout hacre by Swaffham in Norfolk, of which Church the Ho- 
nourable Sir Andrew Fountain is Patron. Of this Church he gives the following 
ſhort Account, P. 815. --- In the Chancel under the South Wall lieth entombed Sir 
Roger Harſyke, Ar. Son and Heir of John, who lived in the 8th Near of King 
Henry the Fifth, and in the 29th of Henry the Sixth, in whom the Iſſue Male 
ended, leaving his Inheritance to his two Daughters. This is his whole Account, 
and in this he is moſt miſerably miſtaken; the Sir Roger here entombed being 
the Son of Sir Alexander Harſyke Caftellan of Caftleacre, who died about 1300, 
and left Iſſue Male. In 1730 I viſited this Church, and found in it theſe noble 


Remains of Antiquity, which I ſhall but juſt mention; on the Area of the 


Chancel a Grave-Stone, with a Braſs Effigies, in Memory of Thomas Leman, 
Rector, 1534- --- Another with Braſs Plates, Sc. in Memory of Sir Roger Har- 
ye and his Lady, Alice, Daughter of Nicholas H/ychingham, Eſq; by whom 


he had two Daughters and Coheirs, Margaret married to Will. Dorward, Eſq; 


and Joan to Richard Dorward, Eſq; Sons of Fohn Dorward, Eſq; of Bocking 
in E/ex, Speaker of the Houſe of Commons in Henry the Sixth's Time. This 


is the Sir Roger that Weaver, that great Maſter in Engliſh Antiquity, was miſ- 


taken in. A Grave-Stone headed with a Croſs Pattee, in Memory of a Knight 
Templer. -- In a Window of the Church, Ermine on a Chevron Sable, three 


| Creſcents, Or, Dorward. Sable, three Martlets argent, Naunton. --- Over the 


Weſt Door of the Tower, Or, a Chief indented, Sable; Har'/yke, impaling Er- 
mine, a Maunch Gules, Gefingthorpe. ---- In the Tower Window Dorward, 
Gefingthorpe, and argent on a Bend Gules, three Buckles Maſculy, Or, Mat- 


fall, ---- In a Window of the North Ifle, Gules a Chief Ermine, Narburgh ; 


impaling Gules, three Buckles Maſculy, Or: --- In the ſaid Ifle, a curious Ef- 
figies of a Knight Templer in full Length, and his proper Habit, Sc. On 
a Grave-Stone, two large Pourtraitures in Braſs of Sir John Harſyke in Armour, 
and his Lady, Catharine, Daughter and Heireſs of Sir Bartholomew Calthorp, 
by Elizabeth his Wife, Heireſs of Gefingthorp, with their Arms, and his Creſt 
of Turkey-Feathers, granted him by Deed from Sir Fohn Camois. ---- I ftop 
here, thouzh there are many more valuable Remains, now about a Century 
and an Half fince Maver's Time; and here the Reader has a Specimen of Nea- 
-ver's infinite Diligence, and the Dactar's infinite Judgment in Antiquity. | 


I next proceed to examine what the Doctor brings againſt my Reaſons by 
way of Proof, (which Words he has turned into Proofs and Demonſtrations} 
to ſhew that there might have been a Croſs at Roifon, long before Lady Roifia's 
'Time, in the Saxon Age. Here I obſerved, that it was a Cuſtom and Practice 
amongſt the Saxons to erect Croſſes on great Roads, and the Military Ways, 


eſpecially on that Spot where thefe Roads met and croſſed each other; as _ 
| 0 


of Ermine-Street and Itenild do at Roiffon; and this = I ſhew'd) was granted by 
the Doctor, but he replies it is taken from his own 

worſe for that? Surely it is Argumentum ad hominem. But this is not the only 
Place where he has maintained the ſame Thing, but in his Iter Curigſum he 
proves it, by an Inſtance of the High-Croſs on the Vatling-Street between Mar- 
wickſhirc and Leicefterſhire, where the Foſs croſſes it. Indeed I have better Au- 
thority; that there were great publick Roads, and the four noted military Ways, 
in the Times of the Britains, is granted; Camden and others have ſhewed that 
they were repaired, and made as it were anew, os before but mean) by Tra- 
jan the Emperor, after he had reduced the Britains to Obedience. Lollius, who 
was Legate to the Emperor Antoninus Pius, repaired theſe military Ways, and 
took extraordinary Caution to diſtinguiſh difficult Places, and to direct Travellers 
hy ſetting up Stones in thoſe Paſſes where they met, and lead to different Towns. 
And theſe Stones thus ſet up in theſe Croſs-Ways were large, and ſacred to Her- 
mes or Mercury, who prefided over their Highways, --- Gale's Commentary on 


Anton. P. 16; and that ſuch a Stone or Statue was on that very Spot, where the. 


Croſs of Roiſton or Roiſe's Croſs afterwards ftood, appears from the Proof above 
cited; and from that Stone, or Statue of Hermes, the whole Hundred wherein it 
ſtood took its Name, Erming-Street Hundred, and retains it to this very Day. --- 


Leland, V. 1. P. 132. And that the Saxons had their Croſſes where theſe Ro- 


man Stones or Statues ſtood, not only the Doctor as I've above ſhewn has proved; 
y 


but alfo Sir William Dugdale, in his Account of Bredon Croſs and Knightlow in 


Warwickſhire. ---- As therefore it appears plainly to have been the Practice and 
Cuſtom of the Romans to ſet up Stones or Statues, and of the Saxons to ſet up their 


Croſſes in the Places above ſpecified; Is there not the greateſt Reaſon to think 


and aſſert, that ſuch a Croſs was here erected in the Saxon Age on this very Spot 
at Roiſton, where two of the famous Military Ways met? | 


The ſecond Reaſon that I offered by way of Proof, that there might have been 
a Croſs here before the Time of Noiſia, and which I am to juſtify next, was from 
the Hundred's Court being kept here. Hundreds were firft eſtabliſhed by King 
Alfred the Saxon, and they frequently took their Names from ſome remarkable 
Croſs in the ſaid Hundred; and Hundred Courts were kept at ſuch Croſſes from 
their firſt Eftabliſhment, and continued fo to be kept for many Ages, even to 
very late Times in many Places: This I obſerved in the Court Leets kept at Bre- 
don Croſs in Warwiclſbire, and in the Hundred Courts kept at Roiſes Croſs (the 
Place conteſted) by the Earl of Clare in the 4th of Edward I. ---- To this the 
Doctor replies, ---- © I ſhould prove Roifon to be the Head of the Hundred, 


* where the Hundred Court always was kept. That there was a Crofs there 


in King Alfred's Time, called Roſe's Croſs. --- That the Hundred was ſo nomi- 
© nated from it. That an Hundred Court and a Court Leet were the ſame 
Thing, but (ſays he) theſe notoriouſly are not Facts.” --- I ſhall anſwer theſe- 
Objections in their Order --- Firſt the Doctor would have me prove Roiſton to be 


the Head of the Hundred, where the Hundred Court always was kept. — 


ords; what then, is it the 


| 
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lay ull the 32d of Henry VIII. in five different Pariſhes, Berkway, Tharfeld, Ba- 


ſaaglourne, Kneefworth, and Melburn, and theſe Pariſhes lay in ſeveral Hundreds, viz, 


Frming-Street, Odſey, and Armingford Hundreds. - The Croſs at Roiſton Rood in 


the Lordſhip of Acucells, and Newcells and the Croſs were both in the Pariſh of 


Berkway, and in the Hundred of Ermin-Street; and the Croſs was the Head of 
this Hundred, where the Hundred Courts were always or ought always to be 
kept, (to this Day) as ſhall be made to appear; and this Croſs ſucceeded, and 
ſtood in the Place where the Statue or Stone of Ermes ſtood, which gave Name 
ro the Hundred; ſo that this is ſufficient to anſwer the Doctor's firſt Objection, 
and my Purpoſe. But if his Meaning is that I muſt alſo prove thoſe Parts of Roi- 
nin that lay in Tharfield, Baſingbourn, Knefworth, and Melbourn, to be all included 
in the Hundred of Ermin-Street, and that the Croſs of Raiſton or Roiſe's Croſs was 
the Head of Odſey and Ermingford Hundreds alſo, I defire to be excuſed, and J 


ſhall not envy him the Honour of creating a Cerberus with Three Heads, --- But 


the Doctor here interpoſes, and argues --- * That the Place of meeting for Hun- 
© dared Courts is in | Middle of the Hundred; and this is in the very Limits 
between two or three different Hundreds, and two different Counties; a moſt 
«© 1mproper Spot in all England for me to have pitch'd n for this Purpoſe.“ 80 
that before I proceed, I muſt reply to this. Here then I admire your Skill, 
Doctor, in Englih Antiquity. Look into Dugdale's Hiſtory of Warwickſhire, there 
you'll find the Hundred Court of Barlict-May to be kept at Ie, the North- 


Welt Corner of the Hundred, and allo of the County, where it joins to I or- 


cefterſhire: This Scite tallies with Roiſe's Croſs, Look intro Di. Plot's Stafford- 
ſhire, there you'll find the Head of the Hundred of Jotman's Low to be at that 
Low on the Edge of the Hundred near to the three Shire-Stones, where three 
Counties meet. I could tire the Reader with the like Inſtances. Doe- not Od/zy 
Hundred, Doctor, the very next to Frmin-Street, (in which Part of Roißon lies, 
or did lie) prove the ſame? Odſey the Head of it touches on Cambridgeſbire, in- 
ſomuch that Varburton has by Miſtake, in his late Map of Hertfordſbire, placed 
Odſey-Grange in the very County of Cambridge. When I reflect on theſe and 
ſuch-like Objections, what can I ſay to them? --- Are they owing to willful or 


invincible Ignorance? Let the Reader determine. To improve and inſtruct the 


Doctor on theſe Points, I ſhall ſhew theſe Things. Firft, whence Hundreds 
and their Courts took their Names. --- Secondly, the general Scite or Station of 
the Heads of theſe Hundreds. And Thirdly, that Hundred Courts were for 
many Ages conftantly kept at their Scite or Head, from their firſt Eſtabliſhment 


even to theſe later Times. Firſt then Hundreds were generally denominated | 


from ſome antique Low, How, or Tumulus, ſome eminent Way or Street, Croſs, 
Ford, Cc. as will appear to any Novitiate in Hiſtory. Secondly, the general 
Scite or Head of theſe Hundreds was at thoſe Lows, Hows, Streets, Croſſes, c. 
no Reſpect being had in the leaſt / as the Doctor weakly maintains ) to the Centre, 
Middle of the Hundred, or any great Town therein, except the Low, How, 
Street, Croſs, Sc. lay near to it. Nothing is more common than to find the 


Scite or Head of a Hundred on ſome noted Military Way, Street, or moſt — 
quent 
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vented Road in that Hundred. Thus the Hundred of Bingham-How in Notting ham- 
Jer rakes its Name, from a How or Tumulus ſeated on the Foſs-Way by Bingham, 
as Dr. Thoroton juſtly remarks; and the uſual Place (ſays he) of meeting for that 
Hundred was not in Bingham Town, but on the other Side of the Foſs-Way, 
near the moſt Weſterly Corner of Bingham Lordſhip. --- Thus Knight-Low Hun- 
dred in Warwickfhbire, from a Low with a Croſs by it, on the Spot where the 
Foſs-Way, and London Road to Coventry croſs, as Dugdale ſhews. And thus Ploug h- 
ley Hundred, from a Low called Plougbley Hill or Low, in the Pariſh of Fritwel/ 
in Oxfordſbire, on the Port-Way, &c. as Doctor Plot relates. And as I've obſer- 
ved theſe Lows, Sc. were on Military Ways, or moſt frequented Roads, and 
had their Croſſes by or on them; fo they often bore the Name of ſome King, 
Prince, c. famous in their Generation, Men of Renown; who were buried un-. 
der theſe Lows, to put Travellers in Mind of their noble Actions, as Examples 
worthy of Imitation, and the Names of ſome of them give Name to theſe Hows : 
Thus Offa's and Totman's-Low Hundreds in Staffordſbire ; thus Grime's-How Hun- 
dred in Norfolk from Grime, or Gathgrime, (as it is on his Coins till extant) who 
was made King of the Eaft Angles by King Alfred, the Place being well known 
by the Name of Grime's Grave or How, at this very Day. --- Thirdly, I am to 
ſhew that Hundred Courts were conſtantly for many Ages Kept at their Head or 
Scite, from their firſt Eſtabliſhment even to theſe Tier Times. Bingham-How 
Hundred, ſo called (ſays Dr. Thoroton ) from the uſual Place of meeting, (the 
How) where this Hundred Court ought Hill to be kept; but of late Years it has 
been uſually removed to Crophill-Hutler, for the Convenience of Entertainment. 
Dr. Thoroton calls this Change of late Years a Nov-Ity, and that it ought to be fill 
kept at the How ; but Doctors will differ, and Lady Roifa's Doctor is for Novel- 
ties. Thus the Hundred Court, and Court Leet, for the Hundred and Half of 
Clackcloſe in Norfolk, were always kept at Clackcloſe-Hill on Stradſet Common, near 
the utmoſt Southern Limits of that Hundred and Half, by the Point where the 
Roads from London and Norwich meet for Lynn and Downham, ©c, In the 8th 
of Henry VII. I find the Hundred Court, and Court Leets, kept there by the 
Bailiff of the Abbot of Ramſey, Lord of it, (as they appear from old Records 
ſtill extant to have been from Henry the Third's Time) when Tho. Zarvel, Gent. 
John Richers, Fobn London, Thomas Stiward, and eight more Gentlemen, were 


on the Jury; (Evidences of Sir Thomas Hare, Bart.) and there are Perſons now 


alive, who remember theſe Courts to be called at the fame Hill, and adjourned 
to another Place for Conveniency of Reception. And till of very late Years, the 
ſame was the Caſe in the Hundred-Courts and Leets of Grimpow and dont h 
Greenhoe Hundreds in Norfolk, And there is the greateſt Reaſon for all this, 


Brady (Vol. 1. P. 144) proves theſe Hundred Courts had, even before the Con- 


queſt and after, a Power of trying Actions of Debt, Treſpaſſes, Sc. in the ſaid 
Hundred, between Parties of different Townſhips therein; and almoſt all Trials 
were had there, and the Records of theſe Courts prove the ſame ; ſo that if the 
Place for the hearing and trying of theſe Things was not fixed and certain, How 


could the Parties know where to meet? And when MVovelties crept in, to — 
Abuſe 


Abuſe of this, thefe Hundred-Courts were by Statutes enjoined to be kept at the 
94 uſual Places, the Heads of the Hundreds, and every Hundred-Court to be 
kept every three Weeks. But the Doctor adds, That an Hundred Court 
and a I hree-Week Court are different Things, one the Property of the Lord 
* of the Fee; a County Court, or Hundred Court, relates to the publick Buſi- 
* neſs of that Diviſion ; the one is held by the Poſſeſſor of the Eſtate, the other 
** by the Biſhop, Earl, or Alderman.” --- Here the Doctor ſhews again his Ohligue 
Turn, and Still in Aniquity; and equivocates. Dr. Brady will tell him that an 
Hundred Court and a Three Week Court is one and the ſame, and takes its Name 
from the Statute enjoining it ſo to be kept. (Stat. 53 Hen. III, Ch. 10) --- Kings 
in antient Days, 2s will appear from this Statute, granted the Privileges both of 
keeping Hundred Courts and Leets (being Royal Franchiſes) to their Favourites: 
Thus the Abbey of Ramſey held them in the Hundred and Half of Clackclofe, till 
its Diſſolution, of the Gift and Grant of King Edgar; and thus the Earl of Clare 
held the Hundred of Ermin-Srreet, by ſome like Royal Grant. The Doctor might 
as well have ſaid that the Leet, or Turn, were alſo different Things; the Time 
of keeping the Leet or Turn being alſo enjoined by old Statutes to be kept twice 
in the Year, at the Head of each. Hundred, where che Hundred Court was kept.“ 
And now, good Sir, when d reflect on what you've ſaid in your Dedication, and 
on this your mean and low Knowledge, in ſuch a familiar and trite Caſe let me 
give you this Advice ---- Ae juror ultra Crepidam. Having thus replied to what 
the Doctor interpoſed, I now proceed to juſtify my third Reaſon - which was 

that the Priory of Raton being founded berween 1170 and 1189, and the Lady | 
Roiſia living (as Dugale has ſhewn) as a Recluſe in her Nunnery at Chi-k/ard 
in 1167, not having any Concern with Roiſton, (if ſhe had, the Doctor is to ſhew 
his Youchers, which he has not yet, or ever can) there could not poſſibly be a 
ſufficient Length of Time to make his Lady Roiſia s Croſs of ſuch known Emi- 
nency and Repure, as that the Priory ſhould take its Name, Stile, and Title from 
it, this would be to ſet forth an Ignotum per Ignotius. So that it is both juſt and 
reaſonable to conclude, that the Croſs was of more remarkable Antiquity ; and in 
the Saxon Times, as I have above ſhewn. --- But to this the Doctor returns, I 
„ cannot be content to take a Score or two of Years to make our Croſs eminent, 
„but I require ſome Hundreds.” - To this I anſwer, till he fixes on, and gives 
Proofs of, the Nar in which the Croſs was founded by his Lady, my Reaſon 
ſtands good; but not being able to do this, he brings“ a Familiar Inſtance (as he 
calls it) to ſhew the Abſurdity of my reaſoning ---- The new Church in the 
„% Strand (ſays he) was built about Twenty-Two Years ago: Suppoſe a Friend 
© of mine lodges over againſt the new Church in the Strand, would it be ridicu- 
© lous-ſhould I direct to him there, becauſe this Church has not been built 200 
© or 300 Years, whereby it ſhould acquire a Celebrity enough and ae 
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Phat an Hundred Court and a Leet differ is granted, but that they were frequently kept at one Place ap- 
pears from what has been above mentioned. | | 
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. 6. enough for ſuch a Direction.“ ---- My Anſwer is, it would not be ridiculous to 
direct as he repreſents; but it would be highly ridiculous to call and ſtile this the 


New Church in the Strand, if it was not New in reſpect of ſame ether Church in the 
Strand much more Antique, and well known. There lies the Force of my Reaſba; 


and was not this called the New Church in the Strand, to diftinguith it from that 


remarkable Old Church of St. Clement Danes, in being in the Saxon Age? So that 
the Doctor's Familiar Inffance turns upon him, ſtrengthens my Reaſon, and in- 
deed deals ſo familiarly with him as to render Himſelf ridiculors. | 


The Remainder of this Chapter is only dull Repetition, already anſwered; ſo 
that the Reaſons that I modeſtly propoſed by Way of Proof, to ſhew that there 
might have been a Croſs here at Koi/on long before his Lady Roiſia's Time, even 
in the Saxon Age, are till in Force, and the Doctor's Objections have directly 

turned upon and wounded himſelf. 


As to what I urged from King Richard I. Charter, dated 9 Novem. 1189, but 
four Months after the, Death of King Henry II, by which an annual Fair was 
| . to the Canons of Roifon for all the Week of Pentecaſt, and a weekly Mar- 

tet; and as the Town of Roiſton is ſaid by the Doctor to owe its Riſe and Growth 


to his Lady, (who died in 1188) and to the Priory founded as he ſays after her 
Death, (Orig. 1. P. 51.) and according to Camden to the Priory alone, ſee P. 33, 
Orig. R. N. 2. I congratulated him, (and well I might) on his thus erecting in 


the V of a very few Months ſo goodly a Town, as this muſt be ſuppoſed to 
be, thus qualified for ſuch a Fair and Market, which implies it fo he a Place of 
Concourſe and Trade, and capable of good and great Reception and Entertain- 


ment: His Anſwer 1s, --- Do we not know ſuch Grants for Fairs are made to 
3 - 


„ open uninhabited Fields, where there is not one fingle Houſe, and then in- 
c ſtances in Sturbridge Fair near Cambridge.“ Is not this an aſtoniſhing An- 
ſwer? Is not Cambridge a large populous County Town? Does he not ſay it is 
near to it? Does not Barnwell join alſo to this Fair on one, and Cheſterton on the 
other Side, both large Villages? Is not Ditton alſo juſt before it? Sturbridge Fair 


ſtands in the Area of an Amphitheatre of Towns; fo far is the Doctor from inva- 


lidating my Reaſon, that he ſupports it. How different is the Scite here to that 
of Roiſton, diſtant about two Miles from any Townſhip. 5 


CHAT im 


The Derivation of Newcells maintained. The Doctor makes the French 
give Names to Saxon Towns, and proves by his own Argument Roiſton 
not to owe its Riſe and Name to his Lady Roiſia. 


HAT the Doctor has offered againſt my fourth Reaſon, taken from the 


Name Ro RE Vs or RorEs14, and by Contraction Ro1st, which Rorfia 


or plain Roſe (as I obſerved) cannot anſwer to, and his Sneer at this, will be an- 
| C Mn ſwered 
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ſwered at the Cloſe of this Reply; and as to his Attack on my deriving — 


or Newſfells Lordſhip, from a new Cell or Station of an Hermit, and his ſaying 
that I affect to ſpell it with a C, it appears that I have wrote it both Ways: The 


Affectation turns on himſelf, always writing it NO Camden, Dugdale, and 


Chauncy, from old Rolls write it Newcells ; ſo does Newcourt, Sc. If the Doctor 
conſults his Dictionary, he'll find Sellar vide Cellar, in Latin Cella: Sel and Selle 
ſometimes occur in old Authors, but in the ſame Senſe as Cell; as appears from 
Leland, Vol. 7. 110, 111 P. ---- But he has ſeen the original Leidger-Book of 
Roifon Priory, --- © where it is wrote Newſells, Newſelys, Newſeles, it means (ſays. 
„ he) in old French New-Hall.” --- We may here obſerve that our Antiquary 
does not declare, that it no where occurs there by the Name of Newcells alſo. --- 
Newcells was a Lordſhip in the Saxon Times, and we meet it accounted as ſuch in 
Domeſday-Book ; but, good Sir, do you maintain that the French gave Names to 
Saxon Towns and Lordſhips? Are not Newhall and Oldhall, Newton and Oldton, 
Halton, &c. Saxon Names? The French Word for New is Neuf, Nouveaux; Sale 
or Salle in French is a grand Apartment in an Houſe, or Palace, Sc. viz. Salle 
a Audience, La Grande Salle du Pallais; Is this your Skill in Etymology ? What 


mean and low Quibbles will ſome Perſons (when hard pent) ftart, and like a 


crafty old Fox take Shelter any where to ſerve a Turn, as the good Doctor now 
does in French Sanfuary, * But has he ſeen the Roifon Leidger-Book, and found 
nothing more than this to patronize his Ægri Somnia? I ſuppoſe there is ſome- 
thing in it not quite agreeable to his Scheme, and the more ſo, as he conceals 
where it is lodged, and Application might be made to it, which is what every 
Lover of Antiquity does in Juſtice demand of him, --- But the Doctor in his above 
French Derivation has according to Cuſtom brought an Argument that directly 
turns againſt himſelf, and deſtroys at once what he has been gry . Royſton 
occurs in the Leidger-Book alſo, and I then ſay with the Doctor it ſignifies or 
means in old French the Roy's, that is the King's Town. What a miſerable Adyo- 


cate has his poor Lady Roiſia? 
Before I leave this Chapter, I am obliged to take Notice of the Doctors baſe 


and diſingenuous Treatment of the Reader as well as me: In his Index he refers 


to this Chapter, P. 15, to ſhew how I deceived (as he ſays) my. Sender: in my 
Anſwer to him, Sc. On turning to that Page I find theſe Words, - I 
„ had ſaid in the Saxon Times that-Croffes were frequently ſet up where great 
* Roads met, but did I (ſays the Doctor) infer, from thence that there was a 
© Croſs at Roiſton in the Saxon Time? For want of being able to prove this him- 
8 rig he would fain deceive the Reader, by a Suggeſtion ,that 5 

£c or im.“ : 


The 


* Among the curicus Deeds and Seals of the late Mr. Le Neve Norroy is one of Thomas Lord Scales, dated 


2 Auguſt, 20 Fen. VI, circumſcribed thus. S. Thome Domini Scalis et de Neucelles Seneſcalli Normanni®. 


{ hope the Docter vill allow his Leviſhip knew how to ſpell his own Name. | 


had proved it 


TW] 

The Reader may here obſerve a plain falſe Quotation, his Index and his Book 
do not tally: In his Index he remarks, an actual Deception of my Reader; and 
in his Book, Page 15, Chap, 3, fays only that I would fain deceive my Reader. 

The fame notorious Practices frequently occur through his whole Index, there 
he accuſes me with falſe References in Page 2, 9, 16, Se. If the Reader of his 
Orig. Roiſton, N. 2, turns to thoſe Pages, he will find no falſe References ſhewn, 
or ſo much as mentioned there. The Doctor muſt be ſaid to ſhew his Oblique 
Turns here with a Witneſs; ſuch unjuſtifiable Ways and Practices are our diſtreſſed 


Doctor guilty of, as will evidently appear, on comparing his Index and his Origi- 


nal N?. 2. together. 
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CHAP. IV. 


The Dottor quite delighted in his French Sanftuary and Etymology ; his 


Lady Roilia's Chapel proved to be the Chapel of an Hermitage from 


the Royal Grant ; Downham an Hermitage, not a Cell of Monks. 


HE Doctor thinking himſelf happy and quite ſafe in his French Sanctuary, 
begins here with chanting Jo Triumphe, ** We have (ſays he) in the two 
* preceeding Chapters (if I be not miſtaken) ſufficiently overthrown my Antago- 
« niſt's fundamental Reaſons and Proofs.” --- The Doctor talks thus without wri- 
ting to his Friend over againſt the new Church in the Strand. As to the Errata's 
in my Anſwer, committed by the Printer, they will be the more readily par- 
-doned, when my Reader knows that I live about Eighty Miles from the Preſs; 
and whereas he objects that I make Maud, Wife of William Beauchamp Earl of 
Warwick, the Daughter of Richard Fitz-Jobn, I had Authority for it which TI 
wave, the Doctor 8 ſhe was his Siſter; and whereas I make the ſaid Wil- 
liam Beauchamp, Earl of Warwick, to die in 1298, according to Dugdale's Mar- 
wickſhire, P. 314, he ſays it was in the following Year; this is purely Caprice, or 
worſe; eſpecially when Dugdale proves it from the Eſchaet Rolls, Sc. and Vin- 
cent agrees with him. --- Bur he is enraged with my Proof from Newcourt's Re- 
pertorium, V. 2. P. 801, that here was actually an Hermitage, and that it was 
granted by the Name of the Hermitage of Ber way, together with the diſſolved 
Priory of Roifon, (they both lying in Berkway Pariſh) on the 21ſt of December, 
in the 31ſt of Henry VIII, to Robert Cbeſter, Eſq; Sc. This he ſtiles an 
% Abyſs of Inconfiſtency, --- that an Hermitage under the very Market-Place of 
* Roiffon ſhould in the Time of Hen. VIII. be called Heremitagium de Berkway ; and 
ſays, that before there was a fingle Houſe in Roiſton it could not have been ſo 
* denominated, but would have been ftiled Heremitagium apud Crucem Robeſiæ, as 
* the Priory was. Had it been in Being before the Lady Roiſia ſet up the Croſs, 


e it would have been denominated from Newſels, which lies between it and Ber#- 
| C 2 wa”, 
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C way, and was it ever with any Propriety ſaid to be in Berkway Pariſh, yet 'tis 
* impoſſible that with any Propriety it can be called the Hermitage of Bert way 
c jn Henry the Eight's Time, after the Town had long been a Pariſh of itſelf.” ---— 
To which I reply, this is abſolutely to beg the Queſtion ; Berkway was the Pariſh 
that the Hermitage (and the Priory) was ſeated in, and this Hermitage or Cell 
gave Name to Newcells even in the Saxon Age, and till the Doctor can ſhew us 
another Hermitage in Berkway granted to Robert Chefter, Sc. it muſt be allowed 
to be juſtly and properly ſo called. Secondly, Newcells is only a Member and 
Part of Berkway, taking its Name from the aforeſaid Cell or Hermitage, and is 
not the Head above its Members? Is not Neucells itſelf accounted for in Domeſday - 
Book under Bert]ꝙay? Thirdly, The Hermitage and diſſolved Priory of Koi or 
were granted (as I've above ſhewn) in the 31ſt of Henry VIII, and Roiſton was not 
made a Pariſh of itſelf (though the Doctor has with a zoble Front affirmed it to 
have been ſo before this Grant, and for a long Time / until the 32d of Henry VIII, 
as appears from the Statute-Book Anno 32 Hen. VIII, Chap. 44, which has theſe 
Words, --- The Jaun of Roiſton being before in five Pariſbes, ſhall be reduced inta 
one Pariſh, who ſhall have the Priory Church to their Pariſh Church, and be called 
the Pariſh Church of St. John Baptiſt in Roiſton. But what is Newcovrt, what is 
the King, Lords and Commons in Parliament, what is the Statute-Book to our 
bold Antiquary ? He has got them all into his Abyſs of Inconſiſtency. Led by your 
Example, I might here return your Compliments paid me on Account of Henry II, 
and with ftriter Juſtice ſay, ſuch Indignities are offered by you on Account of 
their diſſolving theſe Priories, Sc. but I abhor ſuch baſe and low Infinuations. 
However, when I reflect on your many groſs palpable Errors, and this laſt moſt - 
' notorious. one, I am in Pain for you on Account of that Part of your Dedication 
to 2. Right Honourable and truly Noble Lord, --- whoſe Diſcernment of Perſons 
and Things is too great (as you juſtly aver) o countenance Rudeneſ and Ignirance. 
Ought you not therefore to have reflected deeply for that very Reaſon? Whereas 
you've defied and abuſed the Statutes of the Land, and that under the ſacred Pa- 
tronage of that Peer, who is the judge, the Pillar and Support of them. So that 
your own Cenſure of Rudeneſs and Ignorance, like the reſt of your Arguments 
fly in your Face, you ſtand ſelf-condemned,. and what Attonement can be offer'd 
for ſuch a flagrant Indignity ? I | 


The Hermitage and Priory above mentioned and granted, have been enjoyed 
from and by the ſaid Grant to this very Day by the Chefer Family, if not, it is 
incumbent on the Doctor to ſhew how they came poſſeſſed of it: Gentlemen who 
obtain ſuch Grants, and pay for them, do or ought to know. their Tenures; -few 
loſe them, and know not what is become of them. To argue thus is no great 
Compliment to. the Chefer Family, eſpecially if the Favour. of the Leidger-Book 
came from that Quarter. But if the Caſe is thus, I think the Doctor's beſt Way 
weill be to have the Hermitage cried, = 


The 


LT 
The Doctor next drags into his Abyſs the old 'Abhot of Ramſey. I produced 
an original Deed of Downham Hermitage in Norfolk, made between the Abbot 
and the Cuſtos of the Hermitage, this he will have to be a Priory or Cell to Ram- 
fey; that there were Cells or ſmall Priories is well known, but then they always 
are ſo ſtiled; thus Modeney in Helgay Pariſh, by Downham aforeſaid, was a Cell 
to Ramſey, but then it always went (and does at this Day go) by the Name of 
Modeney Priory. As to Turketyl's Head exhibited as a Curioſity, it is foreign to my 
phat nas and was it not, I have been ſo long converſant with ſolid Heads, that 
muſt ſay - | 1 
: At preſent, Sir, excuſe me; I've no Gus ro, 
For Fa Medallick, or for Saxon Bufto. 


CHAP 


Leland's ZTeftimony and Character vindicated. Lady Roiſia buried at 
Chickſand; the Doctor's Account of her Burial at Roiſton, without 
any Proof, quite ridiculous; a pleaſant Account of it ; her Chapel pro- 
ved by the Doctor to be as difficult to get out of, as Hell itſelf. Bu- 
rials in Hermitages proved from Dugdale, &c. The Doctor's Cenſures 
fall on and wound himſelf. Capgrave or the Golden Legend (ſuperior to 
the Doctor Braſen or Wooden one) quoted by Biſhop Bale, Dugdale, 8&c- 


1 this Chapter the Doctor falls foul on the great Leland, Mr. Hearne, the 
1 Oxford Antiquary, in his Preface to the Ttinerary, tells us that Leland, being 
Library-Keeper to King Henry VIII, received in the 25th of that King's Reign a 
Commiſſion under the Broad Seal, by Virtue: of which he had Power and free 
Liberty to enter and ſearch the Libraries of all Cathedrals, Abbies, Priories, Sc. 
and all other Places wherein Records, Sc. were lodged, that related to Antiqui- 
ty; that he carried on this great Work and Search for ſeveral Years without In- 
termiſſion, and was ſo inquifitive in his Remarks, that not being content with 
what the Libraries of the reſpective Houſes, Sc. afforded; he wandered from 
Place to Place, where he thought there were any Foot-Steps of Roman, Saxon, 
or Daniſh Building. There is now a ſecond Edition ef Leland, the Advertiſe- 
ment before the Names of the Subſcribers begins thus -- - Oxon, Septem. 30, 1745. 
Mr. T. Hearne in 1710 publiſhed at the Preſs of this Univerſity One Hundred and 
Twenty Copies of the Itinerary of Mr. Leland, &c. The Number not being ſufficient to 
anſwer the Demand of the Curious, has conſtantly occaſion'd them to be ſold at an ex- 
ceeding great Price, and indeed but rarely to be met with at any Rate. Mr. Hearne 


at the End of his Preface ſays -- This Book (of Leland } is like to fall into the 
| : | | Hands 
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Hands only of. curious and learned Men; the ſeveral Obſervations and Remarks 


have been always conſulted by our beſt Antiquaries, and Leland's Authority is al- 
ways looked upon and cited as equal if not ſuperior to any in Print, that concern 


the Subject of Antiquity. But the Spirit of our Antagonitt is ſuch, that he ſpurns 


all Authority, talks againſt Rudeneſs and Ignorance, and at the ſame Time ſets up 
a ＋ poor Weaver in Competition with Leland and Dugdale. This puts me in Mind 
of a Poem of Dr. Wild's: 


Once I remember, I preached with a Weaver, 
I quoted Auſtin, he quoted Dod and Cleaver ; 
I nothing got, he got a Cloak and Beaver. 
Alas poor Scholar, whether wilt thou go? 


Our learned Doctor falls foul on this great Leland, for his maintaining that his 
Lady Roifia was buried in the Chapter-Houſe of Chickſand in Bedfordſbire, a Prio- 


ry of her own Foundation; Dagdale alfo maintains the ſame, (Baron. P. 223, V. 1. 


and Mon, Angl. V. 2. P. 238) and that ſhe lived in 1167 as a Recluſe in this her 
Nunnery at Chickſand, with her Siſter Eſex, amongſt her own Nuns, her Huſ- 
band being dead. But what are venerable authentick Deeds and Records, what 
are Statute- Books, and the Teſtimony of the moſt. celebrated Authors, to Doctor 
Subtiliſimus, who preſumptuouſly without any Voucher or Proof aſſerts her to be bu- 
ried at Roifton © Sic volo, fic Fubeo, fiat pro Ratione Voluntas. Aſſuming Infal- 
libility, he declares her Monument or Tomb in the Quire of Chickſand to be a 
Cenotaph. A Specimen of his Gentleman Uſage and Reverence to the Authors above 
cited. But, good Sir, was not the great Leland, and the Convent of Chickſand, 
with their original Deeds, Records, &c. as _ Judges of a Cenotaph, as you 
and I are of an empty Scull? No, ſhe was 
relating to her Funeral are produced. It was (ſays the Doctor) ſomewhat tamul- 
tuary, P. 8 and 47, Orig. KR. NS. 1, and ſecretly by her moſt intimate Friends, 
according to her own Requeſt; and Sir Eyf. de Mert was an Aſſiſtant, and pro- 
bably chief Agent. Orig. N. 2. P. 11. ---- Let me here expoſtulate a little, 
What Reaſon was there for this tumultuary ſecret Burial® How do you know it 
was really ſo? How dare you aſſert of yourſelf, without any Youcher, ſuch Cir- 
cumſtances at ſuch a great Diſtance of Time? One would think you was her Phy- 
ſician, Sir Domi ne her Capellane, or the Undertaker ; that you had ſeen, or pro- 
ved her Will. The Place of this Burial you call her Chapel, I've proved ic to be 
the Chapel of an Hermitage; to ſuppoſe it to be prophaned and deſecrated as you 
do, immediately after her Burial, favours very littie of the Practice of that Age. 
Do you think thus to impoſe on the learned World? Whilſt I am paying you in 
true 


— — » 


+ The great Dr. Plot in his Letter to Dr. Fell Dean of Chriſt- Church obſerves, that there are many conſt - 
derable Antiquities <vbich to his Knowledge Weaver has paſſed by. 


---- Leland's Itin, V. 2. P. 1 38, as J before obſerved. 


uried at Roiſton, and Circumſtances 


- "RE 
true Stirling Coin, (witneſs the Authors quoted by me) do you think that either 
I or your Readers will take your own bold Braſs? In ſhort, you've buried your 


Lady like a notorious Malefactor, tumultuouſly, ſecretly, between four Croſs-Ways; no 
doubt the Service was agreeable, all tumultuous, and was I take it ſhort and 


| PF, Ajpes to Apes, Duft to Duſt, 
Roſe, here's a Hole, and in you muſt. 


The Frontiſpiece to the Doctor's Originals is a Draught of this her Chapel, as he 

calls it, to which ſhe walked (as he pretends) from Newſels four or five Miles over 

an Heath backward and forward, in the laſt Stage of Life, to perform her Devo- 

_ _ to give his Reader a true Notion of this Chapel, he quotes Virgil in his 
Re. Not | 

- Sed revocare gradum, Superaſq; evadere ad Auras, 

Hic Labor, hoc Opus eft. 


That is great is the Fatigue, the Wort or Labour in the Aſcent, the getting out of 
this Chapel. The Words preceeding, to which this refers, are --- Facilis De- 
ſcenſus Avernt, that is the Deſcent into Hell is quite eaſy; fo that the Context, or 
Senſe of the whole ftands thus The Deſcent into Hell, is quite eaſy ; but the 
Aſcent, the getting out again, there's the Point, there's the Trial, If we take 
only the latter Part as quoted by the Doctor, viz. the Difficulty of getting out of 
this Place or Chapel; why then he agrees with me, where I've obſerved how 
impracticable it was for his Lady Roiſia in 1187, then highly advanced in Years, 
a Widow of 43 Years ſtanding, to aſcend and deſcend: about a Year before her 
Death, as he has repreſented, And if the whole Context or Senſe is taken in, he 
then compares this his dear Lady's Chapel to Hell itſell. O ſweet Retirement for 
Solitude, Meditation, and Devotion! Obſerve, Doctor, I don't return upon you, 

or call your Divinity or Architecture into Queſtion. | 


As to what I've obſerved of Perſons heing buried in the Chapel of an Hermi- 
tage, this he ftiles a Canterbury Tale of Guy Earl of Warwick, extracted out 
© of an old black-letter'd Book bound up with the Seven Champions.“ Here he 
offers at a Voucher, and I thank him for it, for I love Vouchers. But I quoted 
Sir William Dugdale for my Account of what I ſaid, the great Author of the Ba- 
ronage, the Monafticon, Sc. And this very Account of the Hermitage, as quoted 
by me in my Anſwer,- Hearne the Oxford Antiquary has in like Manner quoted 
in his Teſtimony de Job. Roo; and to illuſtrate this Hermitage and his Account, 
the learned Lawyer S. Mead, Eſq; and the learned Phyſician Dr. Richard Mead, 
have at their: Coſt preſented two Plates to the ſaid Mr. Hearne: See Leland, 
Vol. 10. P. 27, Sc. So that his Cenſure and Sneer falls on Dugdale, Hearne, 
and his Friends: Gentleman Uſage again, no Ignorance, no Rudeneſ can touch him, 
he is invulnerable on that Quarter. In many Places he exerts, as I've ſhewn, his 


bad Treatment, his Defiance of Leland, Dugdale, Parliament, Statute-Books, old 
| | Deeds 


% 
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Deeds and Records, Sc. purely becauſe they do not chime in with his Chimeras; 
loads Perſons with Malice, want of Faith, Charity, Skill in Divinity, for the very 

. ſame Reaſon; charges them with Ungentleman-like Treatment, but gives no In- 

ſtances, and at the ſame Time is really acting and repeating what he ſo fallely 

accuſes others of; Qui alterum accuſat probri, Ipſum ſe intueri oportet, IJ have not 

trod in his Steps, I proteſted againſt it; and if 1 am liberally jocoſe, he may now 

— the Reader perceives) thank himſelf for it. We read that the Arch-Angel 

ichael, when contending with the Devil, he diſputed about the Body of Moſes, 

durſt not bring a railing Accuſation. Is the Body of Roiſia of more Value, than 

that of Moſes. Has our Reverend Divine, or Phy/ician, a Title to do what an 

Arch-Angel durſt not? I own myſelf pleaſed, that I am not complimented direct- 

ly (ſuch a Flow-of Cenſures has he on my Superiors) with the Name of the Devil 

in plain Engliſh, in Latin he has by the Name of Serpens: Orig. Ne. 2. P. 50. --- 

Malice, and many of his Attributes, are alſo frequently attributed to me; how- 

ever, as my Search is for Truth, I ſhall pa all this by, and make only the ſame 
Reply as the Arch-Angel did --- THD LORD REBukez THee. 


His laſt Sneer is on the Golden Legend of Capgrave, I quoted him on Ac- 
count of Antiquity; if I was to quote Sarius, Ribadineira, or any other Writer 
of the Romiſh Saints, they would be found to be all in the ſame Strain: He 
that reads one, may be {aid to read all. Biſhop Bale, Dugdale, Surius, Se. 
quote him; and any one will own, that a Golden Legend is ſuperior to a Bra- 
ſen, or a Wooden One. 


When I reflected on the monſtrous Fables that Lady Rors1a is forced to 
bring forth, and on her Advocate's blaring and bellowing againſt all Authority, 
and Authors of Learning, Fuvenal's Verſes in my Title-Page immediately ſtruck 
me, and I thought the Spirit of Propheſy was in the Satyrift. 


O Proceres Cenſore opus eft, vel Haruſpice Nobis 2 © 
| xD | Scilicet horreres, majoraque Monftra putares, 
Roiſia ſi Vitulum, vel ſi Bos ederit Agnum. 
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CHAP. VI. 


The Doctor Complaint of tranſcribing two Pages of his Book ſomewhat 
dunatick. Prophane Hiſtory not a proper Decoration for Churches, &c. 
An entertaining Account of his Cacodæmons, &c. Lady Roiſia at 

Oxburgh. An Inſtance of his Honeſty. The Hiſtory of St. John Bap- 
tiſt, and Becket in the Chapel juſtified. The Doctor makes a Cat's- 
Foot of the Emperor Decian, and to take faſt Hold of a red-hot Grid- 
Iron; and falſety repreſents a Piece of Sculpture. Henry II. turned by 

Dim into Decian. 


HE Doctor begins with a Complaint, that I've tranſcribed two Pages of his 
Book; I wiſh he had acted the ſame ingenuous Part; if I had done it by 
Pieces, he would then have complained, that I had not ſhewn him in his true 
Light or Senſe, that I had dife#ed, or circumciſed him, or ſhewn him cornuted; 
and now he appears at full, he finds himſelf eclipſed, and ſomething lunatict. He 
finds fault with my ſaying prophane Hiſtory is not a proper Decoration for Churches, 
or religious Places; and to urge this, tells me that I have obſerved the whole 
© Roof of the Church of Oxburgh ſupported by horrid fantaſtical Images Caco- 
© demons, &c.” ---- The Doctor will be converſant with his familiar Infances, 
though he is ſure to be deceived by them. He don't mention what Hiſtory be- 
longs to theſe Heads, for Heads alone they are, carved on Pedeſtals of Stone that 
project in the Walls of the Church, and ſupport ſome Principals. It is to be known 
then in the Time of Popery, there was a mortal Enmity between their ſecular 
and regular Clergy ; the Seculars in their Pariſh Churches repreſented the Regu- 
lars as Devils, (or Serpentes, as the Worſhipful Doctor has done; and he might 
have obſerved, that on the Heads of ſome of theſe Regulars are Monks Cowls : 
Thoſe that are without appear horrid, to expreſs their Malice and Rage, to ſee 
God worſhipped in ſuch coſtly and beauteous Edifices, and this is looking as (the 
Proverb ſays) the Devil looks over Lincoln. I wonder what fort of an Aſpect the 
Doctor had, when he called me Serpens. But obſerve the Doctor's Accuracy and 
Goodneſs, he is fo converſant with theſe Familiars, that he takes no Notice of 
the Hiſtory of our Saviour's Reſurrection, the ſeveral Orders of Angels, the Pro- 


phets and Apoſtles painted on the Glaſs adjoining. But there were two Figures, 


and principal ones, at full Length, which I declare he was obliged hoth in Duty 
and Honour to have taken Notice of; I mean the Figures of Or D Time, and 
DgATEH: He ſhould have mentioned OLD TIME, as a worthy Brother Antiquary; 
and DEATH as a worthy Brother Phyſician of long ſtanding, and of a like Emi- 
nency and Infallibility in Practice. Though by the Oz eben Se. our Death 


nere appears to be an Old Woman; however I am aſſured by all that lee her, . 
== D mne 


AW] 
ſhe as much reſembles his Lady Roiſia as any one of her F igures at Roifton, and 
that I take to be the true Reaſon of his Omiſſion. I may perhaps be miſtaken in 


theſe Offa, Sc. Hippocrates the Prince of Phyficians was in the Seutum of a Skull, 
and ingenuouſly owned it; and if I ſhould, Hippocrates ſhalt be ny Example. 


His next Cavil is againſt my Solution of that Piece of Imagery in his Table Ne. 2, 
which I aſcribe to the Hiſtory of the Martyrdom of St. John Bapriff and St. Tho- 
mas Becket, as he was prophanely called; theſe two laſt Words, this Stigma, the 
honeſt Doctor has omitted, and what is worſe, purely to make this flagrant Re- 
mark --- ** Obſerve (ſays he) all the while Becket is called Saint.” Surely the 
Doctor would make an excellent Iriſb Evidence: In treating of Antiquity, what 
is more common than for Perſons to expreſs Things and Names as they find them; 
and I thought I had guarded againſt the moſt Oblique Turn, and all Exception. 
Sir William Dugdale uſes the Stile St. Thomas in numberleſs Places, ang our pure 
Doctor has theſe Words in Honour of St. Thomas of Canterbury, Orig. N“. 2. P.10.--- 
I ſtill maintain the aforeſaid Hiſtory to be here repreſented, and that the Crucifix 
ſtands between St. John and Becket, and is not borne, as he has in his Orig. Ne. 1. 
2 repreſented, and now on ſecond View recants, and owns it to be broke off. 
By Richard the Firſt's Charter, he does not find that the Priory of Roiſton was 
dedicated to St. ohn Baptiſt; What then? It appears to be ſo from the Inſcrip- 
tion on the old Priory Deed in Henry the Third's Time; in the Seal he takes 
Place of Becket; and it appears in ſome Meaſure alſo from the Church of Noiſton, 
called from this, the Church of St. Fohn Baptiſt of — By the Baptiſt ſtands. 
Herod, by whoſe Command he ſuffered; and by Becker, the armed Knight, to 
repreſent his Murderer. And whereas I've obſerved the Baptiſt in the old Priory 
Seal to have an emaciated Face, and a forked Beard; to confront this he produces 
a Figure of the Baptiſt in Priſon, alſo his Head in a Charger, wherein he is ſet 
forth as a compleat Bon CoMPAN TON. But can ſuch a Repreſentation agree 
with the Baptiſt's Way of living? The Poet ſays, Piforibus atque Poets, 
Dnidlibet audendi conceditur qua poteſtas - If the Doctor's Repreſentation is 
to he allowed, inſtead of Pictoribus, I ſhall read for the future, Doctoribus. If he 
looks into Dr, Cave's Antig. Ohriſtian. P. g8, or into Tabula 2a Cæmeterij Pontiani, 
in Aringus's Roma Subterranea, P. 160, he'll find the Baptiſt drawn, as I've ſet forth, 
and with a Twig alſo, or germinating Branch as Aringus has it, agreeable to the 
old Priory Seal, and this Draught was copied by Aringbus from the Ol Ca- 
—TACOMBS Ar 'RoME; and what is his poor modern Piece of Sculpture, to ſuch 
a truly venerable Piece of Antiquity ? --- He adds, that I make the Figure 
with the Sword in his Hand, ſometimes the Archbiſhop's Murderer, and ſome- 
times Herod;” --- but this is ſtarted purely to puzzle the Cauſe that now con- 
founds him. And after that ſays, that his Commendations of Henry IF. do not 
*© ſuir my Taſte, and that of-my'Coadjutors.” - To which I return, that he 
finds my Paſte not according to his Scheme or Wiſhes; and as for Coadjutors, he 
muſt ſuppoſe every Reader to be as weak as himſelf, to think I ſtand in Need of 
any, to deal with him: Even his own Surmiſe turns upon himſelf, as it ſuppoſes 


that 
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that there are Perſons who look upon his Origines (as I do) to be a downrigh' 
Fable and Figment, | | | 


The next Point in Queſtion is the Martyrdom of St. Laurence, here the Per- 
Ton whom he calls the French King in his Orig. N. 1. and 2. Tab, 2, is as 
Pve ſhewn, the Emperor Decian; and to prove this I inftanced, that over the 
Arch of the Weſt Door of the Tower of St. Laurence's Church in Norwich, the 
ſaid Hiſtory is ſo repreſented. We have a Draught of this in the Doctor's Orig. 
Numb. 2, as here exhibited, St. Laurence on the Grid-Iron, three Officers attend- 
ing the Fire, the Emperor by the Saint; oppoſite to the Emperor is a young 
Man ſeated, with a great Sword drawn in his Hands, pointing towards the Em- 
peror: Of this whole Group, the Doctor is pleaſed only to treat of the Emperor; - 
„ ſo far is the Emperor (ſays he) from falling down, that he ſtands above the 
„ Martyr, as it were inſulting him.” --- To this I reply, it is manifeſt, he is in 
a falling Pofure; no Part of him below the Waiſt is to be ſeen, being in the very 
Flames under the Grid-Iron: The Twif, the Bent, and Poiſe of his Left-Arm, is 
apparently to fave his Fall, and what is more; obſerve he lays faſt hold of the 
red-hot Grid-Iron to ſave himſelf. Doctor, this is a moſt pleaſant Piece of Sculp- 
ture, but how can the Emperor's thus burning his Fingers be accounted for? [s 
this inſulting the Martyr © Not only the Emperor's Right-Hand is fixed on the 
red-hot Grid-Iron, but his lower Parts are all in the ſame Flames that torture the 
Martyr; and great Part of bis Right-Side bears on the Grid-Iron, and ſbews him 
falling, touching it, Doctor, obliquely; ſo that his Fate is like to that of Perillus, 
and there is a Beauty in this Sculpture beyond the Doctor's Comprehenſion ; for 
as the Poet truly remarks, 7 wr > 

—.— Aeque enim Lex Juſtior Ulla eſt, 


Jam Necis Artifices, Arte Perire ſua: 


By all this, and .the Youth's pointing the Sword towards him, it appears what 
Part he had acted; the Emperor is falling, dying, and (like ſome other Perſons} 
has loft his Senſes. The Doctor being a great Lover of Fables, had been reading 
lately that of the Monkey and the Cat, and by Way of Gentleman-Treatment turns 
the Emperor's Hand into a Cat's Foot; as for the Monkey Part, as he is beſt verſed 
in Fables, let him ſolve that. But why, good Sir, muſt the French King be main- 
tained by you in your Orig. NS. 1. P. 30. to make a Part, and be repreſented by 
you in Tab. 2, in the Group of Figures relating to St. Laurence's Martyrdom, and 
5 here omitted; and what is more, metamorphoſed by you into the Emperor 
Decian? What has happen'd in you to bring about this Change? And as you 
profeſs yourſelf an Enemy to Ungentleman- like Treatment, how comes it that 
you take no Notice of the ſaucy Youth with the drawn Sword pointed at the 
Emperor, and ſeated on his Rump? You was truly ſenfible he was a principal 
Agent, that he had cut off the Emperor, and ſo judged it ſafeſt to keep a pro- 
found Silence. --- What I have here been obſerving is according to the Doctor's 


Repreſentation of this Piece of Ae” as here may be ſeen: --- But the _ 
| . 2 | der 
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der is to know, that the Doctor has in a moſt flagrant and groſs: Manner impoſed 
on him; the Emperor is ſo near the Ground in his Fall, that his Head almoſt 
touches the Grid-Iron; and what is more, there is no young Perſon carved over 
the Arch of the Church, as repreſented by him: The Perſon with the Sword is 
that of an elderly Perſon, ſeated in the Clouds, -crowned, and with Wings, the 
upper Part of him being only vifible; and is to ſet forth St. Laurence's Guardian 

Angel, or the Antient of Days, though the learned Doctor has cloathed him 
with a Pair of Breeches; for the Truth of this I appeal to every Spectator, and 
_ the whole City of Norwich. This is ſuch an Impoſition, that the meaneſt and 

loweſt Traveller would be aſhamed of, but the Doctor's Book is an Original. 


The Figures of Hippolyte and Concordia juſtified. Zhe Doctor owns the 
Loſs of one of his Senſes: His St. Catharine preaching in a Winding- 
Sheet, and on her Back; has a French Crown, a Cap fer the Dector.— 
The Sepulchre of our Lord maintained. St. Catharine turned into 

_ Mahomet, Benedict Abbas. Zhe Expreſſion of Roman Catholick 
indicated. The Doctor falls foul of two Protęſtaut Biſhops, and a 
Decree of the King of Pruſſia. . 


AIT Antagoniſt here repeats his Complaints of my tranſcribing two Pages of 
his Book, which I have ſpoke to in the preceeding Chapter. His next 
Attack is on my maintaining the Figure in Tab. 2. (which he calls St. Paul to 
be Hippolite, a Roman Knight, who was baptized and buried by St. Laurence, 
and ſuffered under Decian: See my Anſwer, P. 45. This Knight is here in com- 
pleat Armour, ſtands upright, his Sword and Shield lie by him, and the Horſe 
to which he was tied without any Furniture; whereas St. Paul (as every little 
Child is repreſented in a looſe Gown or Veſtment, unarmed, and grove- 
ling on the Ground: St. Paul's Horſe is always drawn bridled, and ſaddled; for 
the Truth of this I appeal to the Cutts in the Common-Prayer-Book, his Con- 
verſion as carved over the Weſt Front of St. Paul's in London, Dr. Cave's Antig. 
Chriſt, all Church-Hiſtory, even Benedict Abbas, A great Beam of Light alſo is 
drawn, darting from Heaven with a Legend, Sc. Theſe are eſſential Repreſen- 
tations, and Lady Roiſia and her Advocate muſt be highly ignorant to think other- 
wiſe. But the Doctor ſays he could not ſee clearly enough, to know whe- 
ther he is or is not in compleat Armour, nor whether his Horſe be, or be not in 
Furniture.“ This is marvellous! At the Bottom of every Plate he ſays that 


he delineated them, and yet declares here that he cannot ſee: He has ra 
| | | e 
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ed and obſerved ſmall Croſſes on the Veſtments of ſeveral Figures, and now pre- 
tends that he cannot ſee the Yefments themſelves; cannot ſee a Suit of Armour, or 
if an Horſe has a Saddle, or not. He ſhews himſelf as famous in the Art of Draw- 


ing, as in that of Writing : I have brought him to confeſs the Loſs of one of his 
Senſes, and a further Confeſfion is the only Way left to attone for his many Fa- 


bles and Abſurdities. I have obſerved that the Woman at the Foot of the Croſs 


or Crucifix here was either Concordia or Tryphonye, (and not Lady Koiſia con- 
verted to Chriſtianity by St. Laurence, who ſuffered on that Account, and was 
buried by him and Hippolite, and for this I have the Authority of the learned 
Aringhus. =-- The Body (ſays he) of St. Laurence was buried at Rome, in the 
«© Church- Yard. of St. Cyriac, in the Via Tiburtina; and Hippolite the Roman 
“ Knight, Sc. was interred by him; and the Body of his Nurſe Concordia was 
* alſo buried by him, and Tryphonia the Wife of Decian.” --- Tis the great An- 
tiquary Aringhus that proves the Doctor's St. Paul to be Hippolite, his Lady Roiſia 
to be Concordia, and his French King to be Decian. And the Doctor owns this 


to be Decian, in the Sculpture at Laurence's Church above repreſented ; and can 
any Reaſon be aſſigned for not doing the ſame here in this Group of Figures, 
which repreſents the ſame Hiſtory? Not many Years paſt a like Repreſentation - 
was to be ſeen in a Window of the Church of Harpley in Norfolk, dedicated to 


St. Laurence, | | 


The Doctor's Weakneſs and Peeviſhneſs is next ſhewn againſt my Exceptions made 
to his St. Cat hari ne's Priſon, and my maintaining it to be the Repreſentation of our 


Saviour's Sepulchre. That St. Catharine was impriſoned, and fed hy a Dove, is not 
the Queſtion; it is about the true Hiſtory of this Piece of Imagery in Tab. 3, where 
lies the Figure of one on his Back, and in a Winding-Sheet, with Hands erect and 
conjoined: If we obſerve the antique Images or Pourtraitures of Perſons on their 


Monuments, Sc. we ſhall find them in this Poſture. The Hiſtory of St. Catha- 


rine is to be ſeen in many Places abroad, both painted and carved, and there are 


Pageants to repreſent it: In all theſe ſhe is fet forth ſtanding at the Bars of the 
Priſon; the Dove is on the Outſide, hovering and feeding her; how: otherwiſe - 


could the Dove come near to her, or ſhe be fed? She is ſaid to have converted 


the Emperor's Wife and others, when in Priſon, by her diſputing and preaching: 
Is this the Poſture of a Diſputant or a Preacher? Do you, learned Doctor, diſpute 
and preach on your Back, and in a Winding-Sheet® But, good Sir, a Word or 


two about her Crown: Where ſhe ſtands by the Altar,. it is quite French; the 
ſame exactly with your French King's, obſerve the Luces, tis Fleury; and yet 
ſhe was of the Blood Royal of Ægypt, as yu confeſs: What do you mean, -thus 
to urge ſuch plain notorious Contradittions x 


Orig. Ne. 2. P. 58.) and don't e here put a French Crown on the Head of an 
0 


Agyptian Princeſs? Don't you al 
Henry II, in Tab. 3, and turn him into a French King, out of pure Love and At- 


fection no doubt? As you therefore thus notoriouſly have abuſed. this Princels, . 
Ts | and 


Don't you ſay that I deſerve a Car- 
dinal's Cap at leaſt, for putting a French Crown on a Roman Emperor's Head, 


put a French Crown on the Head of good King 


[42] 


and this great Engliſh King, and contradicted yourſelf groſly,, J have got the Mea- 
ſure exactly of your own Head, and ſhall compliment you with a Cap; Pl war- 
rant it that it ſhall fit, and wear well; viz. A Cap witn BELLS AND Tas- 
SELS. I therefore maintain this to be the Repreſentation of the Sepulchro of our 
Lord, ſuch as was enjoined to be (as Fve ſhewn in my Anſwer, Page 58.) in all 
Churches here in the Time of Popery, and at this Day in all their Churches 
abroad: To argue therefore againſt this, is to argue againſt a common Cuſtom 
and Practice once here, and now in the Roman Church; where in their Churches 
is ſuch a Repreſentation of our Saviour, with the Dove over him, lying generally 
under an Arch, near to the Altar; fo that his Sneer on me and my Divinity, in 
ſhewing this their Cuſtom and Practice, turns, as all his Arguments do, upon him- 
ſelf, and ſhews his Peeviſhneſs and Weakneſs to the laſt Degree. --- He might 
„(adds the 3 as well have ſaid, it was a Patridge, or a Nightingale.“ I 
wonder the Doctor did not alſo mention his own once-dearef Owl. As I've thus pro- 
ved: ſuch Repreſentations of our Saviour to be common in foreign Churches, ſo I 
now expect ſome Proofs from my Adverfary, where St. Catharine and St. Paul, &c. 
are to be found in the ſame Manner as he has here repreſented and warranted : 
But I'll indulge his Humour, and give him a Solution from Benedict Abbas in his 
own ſublime Stukeleyan Stile, OE | 


TABLE III, MeL XXVII. 


Let us turn our Eyes to the North Side of Lady Roiſia's Oratory, here we have 
a large Piece of Hiſtory: Here is a Cavity ſunk into the Wall, to repreſent a Pri- 
ſon; in one End of it, is Mahomet, (with his Pidgeon hovering over him) lying on 
his Back, as dead; at the other End fits his Daughter Fatima, the Wife of Haly, 
in a mournful Poſture; under Mahomet is a Hand couped, and an Heart, the like 
above. There is a very intereſting Reaſon why Lady Roi ſia cut theſe Figures of 
Mahomet and Fatima, which belongs to the Year 1177. The Story is thus told 
by Benedict Abbas, P. 160. Saladin, Sultan of Babylon, gathered together the 
Kings and Princes under him; and more than 500,000 Horſe and Foot, entered upon 
the Territories of the Chriſtians, and fixed his Tents, not far from the holy City 
of Feruſalem: The Knights Templers, and Hoſpitallers, and Soldiery of the King 
of Feruſalem, who ſtaid there to guard the City, advanced againſt the Pagans; 
(amongſt theſe was Lady Roiſia's Son, William de Magnaville Earl of Eſſex the 
Chriftians were not above 20,000 fighting Men, yet by the Power of the Al- 
mighty, they obtained a great Victory. The Poſture of Mahomet, and that of Fa- 
tima, repreſent the deplorable State of the Mahometans; the couped Hands, and 
bloody Heart, beſpeak the great Carnage: This I take to be the Meaning of the 
Picture before us, nor do I think it to be very ill deſigned by Lady Roifta, ---- 
This, Doctor, is from Benedict Abbas: The Golden Legend's a Fool to Bennet. 


But the Doctor ſtill peeviſh, is diſpleaſed with my Expreſſion Roman Catholick. 
To this I reply, Dr. Bramhall, Biſhop of Derry, in his juft Vindication of the 
Church of England, makes frequent Ule of the ſame - See the Title _ his third 

apter --- 


[ 23 ] 

Chapter --- The Separation from Rome, was not made by the Proteſtants, but by 
Roman Catholicks; and P. 24, --- fo the Church of Rome is called a Catholick 
Church, and the Biſhop of Rome a Catholick Biſhop, and yet other Churches and 
other Biſhops may be as Catholick and more Catholick than they. I like (fays 
he) the Name of Catholick well, but the Addition of Roman is in Truth a Dr- 
MiNUTION., This Biſhop looked on this Word Roman as a Mark or Stigma. 
Dr. Barlow, Biſhop of Lincoln, (who died in King William's Reign) in his cele- 
brated Brutum Fulmen againſt the Pope's Bull, uſes frequently the fame Expreſ- 
fion,. P. 52,. 69, 95, Sc. and in his Epiſtle to the Reader has theſe Worgs --- I 
know ſome (otherwiſe learned and pious Writers) who ſay that the Words Roman 
Catholick are inconfiſtent, and imply a Contradiction, as fignifying a particular 
Univerſal; but this (I confeſs) is a manifeſt Miſtake, and then gives his Reaſons. 
I did not dream of giving any Offence, as theſe learned Prelates, Sc. who wrote 
profeſſedly on the Subject, had thus expreſſed themſelves; however, I ſhall fol- 
low St. Paul's Advice for the future, as I perceive it is an Offence and a Stumbling- 


Block to a very wEak BROTHER. But, good Sir, as your Taſte is ſo refined, 


What have you to ſay to the News-Papers publiſhed by Au THORTITY, where 
you'll find this? --- Our Advices from Berlin of the 3 iſt of Fanuary 1746 relate, 


the King has in Regard to the good Services of his Soldiers directed two Churches 


to be built, one for the Service of the Lutherans, and the other for the Roman 


Cathalicks, at Oranienburgh. And now where does this your Cenſure fall? Why, 


like all the reſt, on yourſelf. Here you've ſhewn your Manners towards two 
eminent -Prelates, who wrote in Defence of the Church of England, againſt Pa- 
pers publiſhed by Authority both at Home and Abroad, and againft the Royal 
Decree-of-the King of Pruſſia; as you'll ſee Gent. Magazine Feb. P. 66. Does not 
this manifeſt you to be a peeviſh, weak, and malevolent Doctor? 


1 7 
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CHAP. VIII. 
The Dodior aſſumes Omniſciency; out in all his Conjectures on Account 
of King Henry II, turned now by the Doctor into the French King. 
The Head-Dreſſes of his Figures owned by him to be uſed at the 
Time J afſerted. He has demoliſhed an old Church (though ſtill in 
Being) for a Sancta Caſa for his Lady Roiſia. Roiſton Chapel pro- 
wed to belong to an Hermitage. His Ignorance in Antiquity ſhewn, 
and his falſe References. | 


IME Doctor having aſſumed. Infallibility, now aſſumes Omniſciency, ſearches 
che very Heart, and ſays that the Foundation of this Quarrel (mean- 


% ing my Anſwer) is thus I declare againſt him for ſaying King Henry is 1 
| . ai 5 


[ 24 ] 
* carved, or ſaying any Thing that is reſpectful of him; and that the Hiſtorians 
that Pve conſulted ſet forth the King in a different Light, that is (as Biſhop 
„ Nicholſon writes) ſome make him a God, ſome a Devil, according as the Au- 
* thor favoured the Court of England or of Rome; and then coucludes, - tis 
this that has ſprung the Mine againſt poor Lady Roiſia.“ To this I reply, 
that the Doctor is quite out of his Scheme and Politicks, and abuſes even Biſhop 
Nic holſon: What that Biſhop wrote of Authors has entirely reſpect to thoſe who 
wrote in the Days of Popery, in and about King Henry the Second's Time, (and 
not of any Proteſtant Author that I quoted) when this Affair between him and 
Becker employed the Pens of Monks and their Popiſh Churchmen; and this I' 


prore from Cæſarius a Monk, who lived a few Years after Becker's Death: After 


his Death (ſays he) there were preſently hot Diſputations concerning him, ſome 
faying he was damned, as a Betrayer of the Kingdom; others that he died a 
Martyr, for defending the Church. Cæſar. Dialog. 8 and 69. The Character 
of this King is foreign to my Purpoſe, and brought in by the Doctor by Head 
and Shoulders by Way of Scheme, which has (like his familiar Inffances_) deceived - 
him. The Point in Queſtion is, relating to his being here figured or not in Tab. z, 


which I've in my Anfwer ſhewn to be falſely repreſented. If I was to give my 


Opinion, I ſhonld think him as a Sovereign Prince blameable on Account of his 
vile Submiſſion to the See of Rome; and thoſe prophane Terms he accepted of, 
to celebrate yearly throughout his Kingdom the Paſſion-Day (as it was ſtiled) of 


a NoTORTOUS REBEL, under the Name of the glorious Martyr St. Thomas; to 


come from France to Canterbury, and there fuffer himſelf to be ſtripped” naked, 

nd flogged by a large Body of BRA W NY Moxxs,: c. his own Subjects: Riba- 
dineira ſays that there were more than Eighty Biſhops and Monks preſent, and 
every one of them gave him three Lathes, and he was laſhed by them diſtinctly 
five Times: Haryfeld fays the Biſhops gave him five Laſhes apiece, and the Monks 
(above Eighty) three Laſhes apiece: Baronius ſays he underwent ſuch a Penance 
as became no King to undergo, nor any thing but the Inſoleney of Monks to inflict, 
ad Ann. 1174, P. 652. His Nameſake Henry VIII. knew better. But what an 
egregious Aﬀront haye you committed againſt him? You've turned him into a 
Frenchman, dethroned him, robbed him of his Imperial Crown of England, and 

laced a French one on his Head; and in Chapter VI. you turned him into Decian. 


If theſe be your Practices towards your Favourites, the Lord have Mercy on thoſe 


you call your Enemies and Serpentes; fo that here again your own Cenſures turn 
againſt you, and wound you. 


As to the Head-Dreſſes that I obſerved to be worn about 1400, the Doctor 
allows it in an Inſtance at Oxburgb Chancel, P. 76. but adds, they were alſo wore 
many Centuries before: As he has granted what I alledged, that Point ends there. 
And whereas he maintains --- that the Stone Heads with theſe Dreſſes, on the 


. *© Arches of the Windows of the Church of Oxhurgh, were either old Heads taken 


te from the old Church of Oxbzrgh, before this was erected, for Sake of the Car- 


ving, or that they were merely fanciful Heads.” -- To this I anſwer: yi 
| | | rft 
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firſt Aſſertion here is an abſolute Falſity, the old Church of Oxburgh being yet 
ſtanding, its Caſe all entire, built of Flint and Boulder, a Pile of great Antiquity, 


_ reſembling exactly that of "Joſeph: of Arimathea at Glaſtonbury, as exhibited by 
- Spilman; It is about 31 Feet in Length, and 21 in Breadth, all of an equal 
Height; has only two Windows, one at the Weſt, the other at the Eaft Gable, 

with Arches of plain and rude Stone-Work; and there never was any other 
Light or Window in the Fabrick, unleſs one on the South Side, of which a ere 
may be made. It ſtands in the Garden of the Rectory-Houſe, and the Founda- 
tion Stones of the Church-Yard are ſtill to be ſeen. It is looked upon to be a 
Saxon Pile; and in digging near it, my Gardiner found (ſome Time paſt) a Saxo7 
Coin of King Etbelred: Of this antique venerable Pile, the Doctor would de- 


prive me and the worthy Society of Caius College in Cambridge, the Patrons; 


and has brought from the imaginary Ruins of it, and his own prolifck Brain, 
carved Heads of Stone where none ever were; fo the Doctor (I own) was right 
in his laſt Gueſs and Aſſertion, that they were merely fanciful ones.” But here 
you ſhewiaway I underſtand your Meaning, you ſeem providing a Sa NC TA 
| Casa { Loretto like) for your dear Lady Roifia, „„ 


The Doctor's next Attack is, on my ſaying this Chapel of his Lady was the Chapel 


of One or a Body of Hermits, and fo continued to its Diffolution, and Grant (above 


proved) to Robert Chefter, in the Time of Henry VIII. --- This he terms a Col- 


lection of portentous Abſurdities A Body of Hermits is falſe Senſe, falſe Lan- 
- <© guage, an Hermitage in the Market-Place of a great and trading Town is the 
«© moſt egregious Contradiction.“ To all this I reply - Firſt, I've already proved. 
it to be ſo from the Royal Grant to the Family that ſtill own and poſſeſs it; fo 


that here again he is at Scandalum Magnatum, abuſing Royal Grants. Secondly, 
I have ſhewn this Hermitage and Chapel to have been here in the Saxon Age; 
that it gave Name to the Lordſhip of Newcels near to it, when no Market was 


near to it, or granted to the Town, till many Ages after; and whether there 


was one held here at this Spot till after its Diſſolution, may be made a ure of, --- 
Thirdly, I've ſhewn from a truly antique Deed, that four Hermits lived together 


in the Hermitage of Downham Bridge --- Anſwer, P. 22. and that the ſame was 


practiſed in the Saxon Age, I now' prove from Leland, Vol. 8, P. 73. Fremund, 
Son of King Offa, ſucceeded his Father; but refigning the Throne, betook him- 
ſelf to an Iſland, to live an Hermit's Life, taking with him two Presbyters, Bur- 
ghard (who wrote his Life) and Edbrich. I obſerved that Hermits had latterly 
gone off from their Inſtitution at firſt, and had ſeated themſelves inſtead of a De- 


fart or wild Country (as this at Roifon was on its firſt Erection in the Saxon Age) 
in Places moft frequented; and the Doctor confirmed my Inftances, and menti- 


oned the Hermitage at Erith Bridge, the grand Paſs out of the Ifle of Ely into 
Huntingtonſbire. But to ſet forth my Antagoniſt's Skill in Antiquity, I ſhall now 


| preſent him with another Inſtance out of Regiſter Alnwick Biſhop of Norwich, 
and that is a Petition from the Mayor bf Sudbury to that Biſhop. | 
| E 


To 


1 [ 26 ] 


Ty youre Ryght Reverent Lordſhepe and Faderhod in God, e John Hunt, Meyr of 


the Toun o, Sudbery, Henry Roberds, John Tourner, &c. Pariſtyens to the Cherche 


of Seynt Gregory of the ſame Toun, in humble wyze comand us, &c. and for as muc be 
as we been informed that ans Richard Appelby / Sudbery, converſant wirh John 
_ Levynton of the ſame: Joun Heremyte, uhecb Richard is a Man an to eure Conſcience 

knowen, a trewe Membre of holy Cherche,! 8c. and hat hi beſoug ht unto youre Lyrdfbepe 
to be admitted into the Ordre of an Heremyte, and ye by. youre. gracious: and ſpecial 
 Councel would not admit hym, Jeſſe. yanne be wer Setyr to be inbabited in a;ſolitary 
Place, uber Firtues myght increaſe. and Vice be exiled. Me conſederyng- youre ſayd 
Paternell Qrdynaunce, and hys\holy Defyr ſadly ſet, &c. ly the Aſſent of all. the ſeyd 
Paryſb and Cherche;Reves, have graunted hym: to be inhabited with the. ſayd Fohn 
Levynton in his ſolitary Place and Hermitage,  whych yat is made at the Oaſt f the 
Paryſb, in the Gherche-Yard of St. Gregory Gherche,: to dwellyn togedyr as gey 


leven, or whiche of them longeſt leveth, there to abyde, -&c. Dated 28. Jan. 11433, --- 


You have here a Town celebrated for its Number of Inhabitants, its Cloathing 
Trade, a Corporation ſending Members to Parliament, conſiſting of a Mayor, 
Recorder, Aldermen, Sc. You:haye here two Hermits ſeated in the Heart of 
it. And now where do your rude and ignorant Genfures fall, and your porten- 
tous Abſurdities, falſe Language, egregiaus Contradictions“ Why, on the Abbot 
and Convent of Ramſey, and the Cuſtos of Downham Hermitage; on Lelamũ again, 
and his Manuſcript. Collections; on the Biſhop of Nenwicbh, and his Regiſter; and 
on the poor Mayor of Sudbury, and the Corporation. Is not this all of a Piece 
with your former Invectives? Is this your Knowledge and Judgment in Antiqui- 
ty? Was it not Preſumption enough to anni bilate the old venerable Pile: and 

hurch of Oxburgh, but you muft annihilate alſo a Bedy of fexr, a Body of three, 
and a Body of two Hermits? If theſe are your profeſſed Principles, believe me, 
your Doctrine of ANNIHILATLON Will be as.mugh:dreaded, as that of TRAN- 


SUBSTANTIA TION. 


The Doctor in his Inden ſays my Hermits are Hightanders, and refers to P. 31. 


in his Orig. NS. 2, on Search nothing like it occurs, this is alſo anni bilated: The 
Reader may obſerve the ſame Hopefy in other Reſpects as to his Index and Book, 
2 that he abundantly makes out the Truth of the old Proverb FR ON TI NuLLa 
FI DES. ate | 


CHAP. R. 
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The Doctor alters his Figures, turns the old Ring of France into the 
young one; (ond owns-his Ignorance) in Truth the Figure of Herod. 
The' Dodtor's Corrgreſs' of two' Kings meeting on a Reconciliation, one 
in conpleat. Arinour, the other cut off at the Middle. Hugh de Nu- 
nant 4 Biſbop and Legate, no Croſs-Bearer as the Doctor maintains. 
F the Crucifix on the  Archbiſhop's Ci. The Doctor turns again 
King Henry and hi Oueen into the French King and Oucen. His 
Ignorance in Heraldey proved from the Arms of the Beauchamps, not 

_ carved. hy Lady Roiſia, not born in hen Time. An Account of the 
Doctor Loofeneſs, or Squirt. Hi Pedigree of Robin Hood quite 
Jocoſe, an Original indeed. His oblique: Fling, and Turn on Æſcula- 
pius, and the Profeſſors of Phyſicſe. 


I ERE our Antagoniſt, armed with his antique Front, unſupported by any 
| Voucher or Authority, fixes on the very Day and Year when his Lady 
Rata carved her Figures; but having already thewn his numerous Abſurdities 
and Contradictions, I ſhall at preſent add a Word or two, to this fixed by him 
here to 23 June 1187, which I've obferved in Chapter VI, is to repreſent St. John 
Baptiſt and -Herod, Archbiſhop Becker and his Murderer, as in Tab. 2, and an 
Altar or Crucifix between them. The Doctor ſays, — That when he re- 
4 examined this Table relating to the Pacification of King Henry II. and the 
„ French King, he found the crowned Figure on the Right of Hugh de Nunant 
ce to be really the French King; for this Reaſon, his Crown being Fleure; and he 
6 jg cut off by the Middle, as his Father's Figure under St. Laurence: So that we 
* ſee our Lady made it a Point thus to repreſent the French King. Her Rea- 
ON I'M NOT ACQUAINTED WITH.” --- To this I reply, --- This is mar- 
vellous, that he ſnould know the very Day and Fear wherein his Lady carved 
this Group, know all the Figures, the End and Deſign of this Congreſs of the 
two Kings, and be 16 NORANT of ſuch a remarkable Thing as the cutting in 
two oft a King muſt be. Where's his old FRIEND BrnenieT now? In his 
Original, Ne. 1, he knew not whom it repreſented; and ſays only this, that he 
had a Nobleman's Coronet on; and the ſame Coronet he appears in, in his Orig. 
N. 2, Tab. 2. But he is in this laſt cut in two; and a Girl or youny Woman 18 
_ cloſe by him, alſo cut in two; but he is ſullen, and won't ſpeak one Word about 
her. All which amounts to a * Herod is here repreſented with the ſame 
th Crown 
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Crown as Decian, and cut in two like him, to ſet forth the Vengeance of God 
on ſuch Perſecutors; and the young Perſon is the Daughter of Herodias, who 
demanded the Head of the Baptiſt. But he ſays the Crown is Flewry, (though 
* not repreſented ſo) and therefore muſt be the French King.” --- Doctor, your 
Reaſon is pleſant, great Wits will have ſhort Memories: Look on St. Cat hari ne's 
Crown, an Ægyptian Princeſs, that is eure, your Argument proves her a French 
Queen; and on Henry II. and his Queen, both Fleury alſo, as I've obſerved, 
«© You ſay this is the French King, as it appears on your ſecond View, and from 
his Crown's being Heure; that this French King is cut in two, and Henry II. 
* King of England is armed Cap a pee; and that this bears a Relation to, and 
*« repreſents the Pacification made at this Meeting and Congreſs of theſe two 
« Kings, Sc.“ --- © Next, ſays he, (P. 100, Orig. N. 2, Tab. 2.) we ſur- 
« vey that N of Figures, c. It relates to the Pacification made that Year 
e hetween our Monarch and the French King: It was done by the Pope's Legate 
Octavian, who is well repreſented in his Pontifical Habit, Sc. Hugh de Nu-. 
„ nant, the King's Chaplain, carries the Croſs, Sc. They were ordered by the 
«© Pope to fulminate Excommunication againſt that Power who 8 obſti- 
* nate.” --- I've heard of a bold old Warrior in a Ballad, who when his Legs 
were ſmitten. off, fought upon his Stumps; but never before of a Congreſs be- 
tween two Kings met upon a Pacification, to treat and argue the Point, where 
one of them was cut off at the Middle, and had loft his Entrails. I think he has 
not complimented King Henry, to arm him Cap a _ to make him brandiſh his 
broad Sword againſt a pare wounded Man, and on ſuch a pacifick Occafion. The 
poor French King, as he has repreſented the Caſe, had ſomething more upon 
him, than the Fear or Dread of the Pope's fulminating Excommunication. Was 
there ever, Reader, ſuch a Congreſs or Hiſtory as this, from the Creation to this Day? 
Doctor, write on the Creation, I'm. pofitive you'd handle a CnA OS to Admira- 
tion. The Doctor having run himſelf aground in theſe his romantick Figures of 
the French King, Sc. makes his dear Lady Roiſia pay the whole Reckoning. 
„Why our Lady (ſays he) ſhould thus cut off. the French King by the Middle, 
« it can't be expected that I ſhould. give an Anſwer ; ſhe had ſome Reaſon perhaps, 
« perhaps none: P. 91.” --- Well played, Doctor, --- I fay then it is expected, 
that you ſhould give an Anſwer: They are Figures of your own Fancy, your 
own erecting ; the poor Woman never ſaw them, heard or dreamt of them; and 
till you can ſhew by ſome autheatick Proof that ſhe did carve them, or that they 
were carved by her Order, and hes Name expreſly, without any oblique Turn, 
they muſt, they are and will be looked upon to be your own. Hugh de Nunant, 
who the Doctor will have to be the Croſs-Bearer, (and whom I've ſhewn in 
Chapter VI. to be the Figure of the Baptiſt) was at this very Time 1186, conſe- 
crated Biſhop of Litchfield and Coventry, according to Biſhop Goodwin and Dug- 
aale: See Monaſt. Angl. V. z. P. 218. and Wharton Angl. Sac. V. 1. P. 438, 
V. 2. P. 235, So. --- He replies, that Hoveden calls him Elect at that 
« Time.” --- But Matt. Paris, and {ſaacſon from him, P. 446, ſays he was _ 

any 
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ally Biſhop, and confecrated (as Goodwin) in 1186. If we ſuppoſe him Biſhop- 
Elect, he muſt then have been ſo three Years from the Death of Purrra, and 
between his Election and Conſecration. He was alſo the Pope's Legate, and 
came with his Mitre on into the Church of Canterbury, the Arch-Biſhop being 
preſent, as may be ſeen in Fharton, but of this the Doctor is ſilent. A ſpecial 
Croſs-Bearer, and at the fame Time Biſhop, and the Pope's Legate; but here is 
no Rudeneſs, no Ignorance --- MEMENTO DEDICATION. 


* But he adds, that it appears from Stephani dess Life of Becket that the Arch- 
« Biſhop's Croſs had a Crucifix on it.” ---' Fitz-Stephen or Stephanides was a Monk 
of Canterbury, a perfect Creature of Becket, one moſt likely that flogged King 
Henry II, one of thoſe very Writers that Biſhop Nicholſon mentions to make a 
Devil of that King; (ns oveden was ſuch another Creature) but the good and 
eee can we ſee, quote them to ſupport a dying Cauſe, and waſhes his 

nds of good King Henry. Arch-Biſhop Farham's Seal to the Probate of Wills 
is thus --- Becker on his Knees by the Altar, his Hands conjoined as at Prayers; 
his Croſs-Bearer is on one Side of the Altar, warding off the Blow (given the 
Arch-Biſhop) with his Croſs, without any Crucifix on it. In Capgrave the Croſs- 
Bearer ſtands before Becker, (who is on his Knees, Sc. as before) and bears the 
Croſs on his Shoulder, headed only with a croſs Croſslet. | 
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Here the Doctor, treating of the Group of Figures in the lower Part of the 
Imagery in Tab. 3, fays, --- © That the Figures of the King and Queen are to 
© repretent King Henry II, and his Queen Eleanor; the only Original of him left, 
„ done whilſt he was alive by Lady Roifa, who was ſo exact as to mark his 
Collar.“ To this I ſhall only reply, (having ſpoke to this before) that the 
Doctor has ruined all here: He diverts his Reader with a Collar; but does not 
mark the Crowns on the King and Queen, both Heure, and e (accor- 
ding to his own Argument laid down) they muſt be the French King and Queen. 
Such is the Confuſion, the Chaos of his own Ideas, and Reaſons, that they always. . 
recoil, and deſtroy their own Maſter --- Magna eſt Veritas, et prevalebit, It 
maſt therefore be more juſt to afcribe them wa, the Figures of Henry V. and his 
Queen, about or in whoſe Reign I conceive the Group here was drawn out by ſome 
Hermit, as I have ſhewn in my Anſwer. So that I proceed to the next Figure, 
bearing the Arms of Beauchamp Earl of Warwick --- Gules, a Feſs between fix 
. croſs Croſslets, Or. This our Adverſary ſays is the Figure of Hugh de Beauchamp, 

Baron of Bedford, Father of Pain de Beauchamp, the ſecond Husband of his — 
Roiſia. I've obſerved in my Anſwer how epregiouſly he had contradicted himſelf 
in this Point of Heraldry, aſſerting theſe to be the Arms of the aforeſaid Hugh, 
who lived in the Conqueror's Time; and yet in the ſame Breath laying it down 
for a Truth that the taking up of Coat-Armour, the Croſſes eſpecially, began in 


the Time of the Cruſade under Henry II, about 1177, as he himſelf _— If 
: then 
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then it was about 1177, with what Truth or Juſtice can the ſaid Hugh be ſaid to 
be here repreſented, and to hear the aforeſaid Arms, near a Century before ſuc h 
Bearings, the Croflets, were uſed? And to ſtrengthen this my Argument, to 
mauifeſt his Contradictions, and prove that Lady Kaſia could not poſſibly have 
any Share, or know any thing of, this Group, and this Figure in particular --- I 
thall ſhew firſt, that the aforeſaid, Hugh de Beauchamp, Baron of Bedford, and 
Pain his Son, Lady Roiſia's Husband, bore a quite different Shield or Arms --- 
Secondly, that the Beauchamps, Barons of Elmley, bore no croſs Croſslets in their 
Arms; and that the firſt of that Family who aſſumed thoſe Arms was Hilliam de 
Beauchamp, the firſt of that Name who. was Earl of #arwict, and died in 1298, --- 
Firſt then I have in my Anſwer obſerved, that the Arms of Beauchamp, Barons 
of Bedford, were quarterly -- Or and Gules, a Bend Sable. To this the, Doctor 
has gave no direct Reply. I now.produce my Proots.--- There is in the Hands 
of ſome curious Perſons, and in my own, a valuable Manuſcript, entitled --- 
The Armoury of the, Nobility: Or, A Diſcourſe of the Right, Title, and 
Claim of the Kings of Englaud. With the Creation of all the Barons, Vice- 
« Counts, and Earls, Sc. ſince Millian the Conqueror, unto the 32d Lear of 
0 nega Elizabeth, 1589; with their original Arms, joining of their Houſes. by 

arriage of the Heirs Male and general, one noble Houſe to another, Cc. 
* Firſt gathered and collected by Robert Cooke, Clarencieux King of Arms; and 
* afterwards corrected and amended by Robert Glover, Somerſet Herald of Arms; 
and laſtly by Tho. Lant Portcullis,, Sc. 1589.“ In this Manuſcript, amongſt 
the Barons in the Conqueror's Reign, after the Lord Fitz-Halter ſtands our Hugh 
with the Shield F quarterly, above mentioned, and this Account of him Hugh + 
de Beauchamp, a Norman, came in with the Conqueror, who made him Baron of 
Bedford; of whom deſcended. William Beauchamp, Baron of . 
three 2 and Heirs, Maud married to Robert Mowbray, Beatrix married 
to Hilliam Lord Latimer, and Ella married to Nich. Picot, of whom is deſcended: 
Gaſroyne of Bedfordſhire. --- Secondly, after this Lord Hugh, in the, ſaid Reign, 
(five Barons ieren ſtands William de Beauchamp,. Baron of Elmley, with 
this Shield - Gules, a plain Feſs, Or; and this Account of him. - William Beau- 
champ, Baron of Elmley, of whom. did deſcend Beauchamp Earl of Marwick, 
Beauchamp. Earl of Haorceſter, BeauePame. Baron of P&wick, Beauchamp. Baron of 
Holt, Beauchamp Lord ee an 
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| 1 Beauchamp Lord of St. Amand. --- From 
this William deſcended in a direct Line, William Beauchamp Lord Elmley, who 
died in 12683 who married Jſabel, Siſten and Coheir to William Mauduit Earl of 
Warwick, by whom he had his Son and Heir William; who, on the Death of 
his Uncle Mauduit Sans Iſſue, became Earl of NMarwiclt in 1268, according to 
Pagdale (in Maruiclſbire, P. zog, 312, 314) and Heylin. Dugdale proves that 
Hlilliam Lord Elmley and Jabel his Wife ſurvived. Mauduit about a Year, and 
] | | never 
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Le Neve, late Norroy, ſays the ſame in his Manuſcript Notes on Dugdale's Baronage, V. 1. P. 228. 
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never had the Title of Earl of Hurwict; but that //7Ninm his Son and Heir by 
Jabel was inveited with that Honour before his Father's Death, and this he does 
from his Father's Will. This William Beauchamp, the firſt Earl of Warwick of 
that Name, made an Addition to the Arms of his Father the old Baron of Elm- 
ley's Arms; and bore Gules, a Feſs between fix crols C'roſslets, Or; which Croſſ- 
Jets were added (as Daypdale, Garter King of Arms, maintains) to his Coat, for 
his Father ufed them not; but whether (as the great Herald obſerves) as a Badge 
of any Pilgrimage that he made to the Holy Land, or Vow ſo to do, I will not 
take upon me to determine. And in Manuſcript Cooke, c. above mentioned, 
the faid!Eart William appears with the ſaid Croſslets in his Shield under the Reign 
of Edward I, which is the firſt Appearance of the ſaid Shield and Arms. But our 
Antagoniſt, hard put to it, as this is a manifeſt Confutation of his Imagery, and a 
i — Overthrow of Lady Roifia's Handywork, as well as a plain Contradiction, as 
ve obſerved, equivocates and prevaricates --- He finds (he ſays) in an old 
«© Manuſcript, but names it not, that Milliam Beauchamp, Baron of Elmley in 
Edward the Firſt's Time, who married Iſabel Heireſs to William Mauduit Earl of 
« 'Z/arwitk, the Perſon that I pretend uſed not theſe croſs Croſslets, yet here. his 
Arms is depicted with them, and ſo if you conſult 100 Books in the Herald's- 
«Office you will find the like.” --- To which I reply, that William Beauchamp, . 
Baron of Elmley, who married 1/abel aforeſaid, Heireſs of Mauduit, died (as I 
ſhewed) in 1268, about five Years before Edward I. began his Reign, as Dugdale - 
proves from his Will; and from Earl William's doing Homage to the Biſhop of 
Morceſter in May 1269, for Lands late held by his Father. Vincent, in his Diſco- 
very of Broobs's Errors, ſhews that William Beauchamp the firſt Earl of Warwick 
married Maud, Daughter of John Firz-Geffery: So ſays the Doctor, P. 30. Orig. 
Numb. 2. and that he died in the 26th of Edward T, 1298; and that his Father, 
who married Jabel above mentioned, was called the blind Baron of Elmley, P. 575. 
And rhe'moilern Peeruge ſays, that the Father of this Earl never uſed the Title of 
Earl; but that his Son had it, as is above obſerved, in the Life-Time of his Fa- 
ther: Vol. 2, P. 391. and Part 2, P. 30. I wiſh, amongſt all his Blunders, he 
would but once blunder into Truth: P'll therefore ſet him a ſhort Task; and as 
he is or pretends to be a Herald, J expect a plain Anſwer. --- Firſt that he'd ſhew 
me from creditable Authors, or Records, (as I have done in my Reply) that the 
Beauchanps, Barons of r os did not r quarterly Or and Gules, a Bend 
Sable --- Secondly that the Beanchamps, Barons of Elmley, did not bear -- Gules, . 
a plain Fefs, Or And laftly that the Beauc humps, Earl of Warwick, or any of 
that Family, bore the Croſslets before the Time and Perſon ſpecified by Dugdale. 
And till he can do this, here is a Probatum eſt that his Lady, who died in 1189, 
could not poffibly have any Hand or Defign in the carving of the Shield and Fi- 
gure of Hygh de Beauchamp, Father as he aſſerts of Roiſia's Husband, ſhe being 
dead near One Century before this Shield was aſſumed by Beauchamp the firſt of 
that Name Earl of Warwick, ſo that this Part of Roifia's Hiſtory and Chapel turns 
out here a downright Fable and Figment: As to the reſt of the following Figures. 
they all depend on this, and ſo they muſt alſo ſtand and fall with this. 
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But I cannot poſſibly pals by the fundamental Anſwer the Doctor makes, on my 
charging him with the above plain and direct Contradiction --- ig true (ſays 
* he) I not dreaming of ſo ſevere a Scrutinizer expreſſed myſelf in a Lax Manner, 
* and a Lax Way.” --- That I might not incur any Cenſure, I thought it proper 
to conſult my Dictionary, for I declare for a Voucher. Lax, an Adjective, did 
not occur; a Lax or Last did, rendered by Laxitas, Lævor Inteſt i norum. This 
ſurprized me, thinking the Doctor had Reference to ſome knotty Point in Ana- 
tomy, the Qa Jugalia: But Fear once over, I found it to be the Offa in Spina 
Sacra, vel Spina Dorſi; in plain Engliſh, a Looſeneſs, or a Flux, This being Ex 
Cornfefſo the Doctor's real Caſe, I then reflected what Reference this could poſſibly 
have to, or how it could attone for a plain Contradiction; how want of Thought 
and Judgment could be aſcribed to ſuch a Cafe, and that I muſt leave ſtill to the 
Doctor: However, I now no longer wonder at that great Sguirt; that Flow of foul 
Language and Cenſures with which his Orig. N?. 2. abounds, againſt all Authors 
and Perſons of eftabliſhed Learning and Dignity. Why ſurely he is one of the 
Broad-Bottom Club. If this is not an V Tg6Tegoy, it muſt be granted to be a 
ſtrong Reaſon and Argument 4 Pgferiori. --- In this Chapter we are preſented 
by him with the Pedigree of Robin Hood, who had a Pretence (he ſays) to the 
Earldom of Huntington: This is pleaſant, thus to record one of the greateſt Rob- 
bers and free Booters of his Age: This is alſo an Original. I preſume in his next 
to ſee the Pedigree of Jonathan Mild, for he had alſo (tis well known) Pretences 
to what belonged to the Nobility. At the Cloſe the Doctor has theſe Words -- 
* Thus we have deduced our Interpretations of this famous Piece of Exgliſb Sculp- 
ture, from true Hiſtory of the Time, not from Invention, groundleſs Surmiſe, 
6 arbitrary Aſſertions, Monkiſh Annals, Sc.“ To all which I reply, that he 
has as I've ſhewn deduced them from every one of theſe Things, and at the ſame 
Time 1s aſhamed of them; and I challenge him to ſhew or prove from any one 
Author of Credit, that his Lady Raiſia by Name is maintained to have built this 
Chapel or Oratory here in Diſpute, to have carved the Imagery here repreſented, 
or that ſhe was here buried; which I leave him to do, and proceed to the next 
Charge that he brings againſt me. --- From what Mr. P. writes, P. 32, (ſays 
„ he) I have no Hope of perſuading him to it, /'viz. to believe his Account 


and Origines) He profeſſes from Horace, that he has neither Faith nor Cha- 


„ rity.” In Page above mentioned 32, in my Anſwer, after he had repeated 
many Abſurdities and Contradictions about his Imagery, Sc. I ſaid with Horace, 
that whatever he ſhewed me ſo inconfiftent, and ſo repugnant to the beſt of 
Authority, Sc. Yuodcunque Offtendis mihi Sic, Incredulus Odi. --- Such is the Can- 
dour, and ſuch the Gentleman-Treatment that he prides himſelf in, to load Per- 
ſons undeſervedly with the worſt of Cenſures, even Want of Chriftian Faith and 
Charity; and not content with this Stigma here, he points to and repeats the 
ſame Words in his Index. But he is, I may ſay, the firſt who has accuſed any 
one from Horace (and eſpecially from this Quotation and Occafion) of wanting 
ſuch Chriftian Virtues: Here is not only ſhewn his own Ski] in the Claſſick Au- 
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chors, but alſo the Temper and Spirit of the Perſon J have to deal with; who 
before could ſtile me, from prophane Authority alſo, --- Epidaurius Serpens : 
Orig. N. 2. P. 50, Sc. Surely he knows not the Meaning of the Words, 
otherwiſe I think he would for A culapius's Sake (though he has turned 47; 
Back upon him have guarded againtt ſuch a Fling, Turn, and Expreſtion. 


ä 
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The Doctor falls now foul on the great and learned Body of the Law, 
forgets his Preface and Patron. Hit Sl in Heraldry, flicks faft in 
the Ordinaries and Accidence of that Sciences A true Imitator of the 
Quacks in their Bills. | 


A. TER our famous Au- bor has given us the aforeſaid Pedigree, which he 
0 


cas a Curiofiry of its Kind, Jan Original which, as our Ballad fly, Ao 
ay can deny; and his oblique Turn on AÆſculapius, and the Profeſſors of Phy fick; 
he cala ges in the Praiſe of Heraldry and Genealogies, and addreſſes the Reader 
thus --- I ſhall have the Pleaſure of ſpeaking to the Reader here, wi:hout 
& Contention at preſent.” --- And For immediately, in the very ſame Parazraph, 
falls directly foul on the great and learned Body of the Law --- Ti, (fays he) 
- « a great Fault to diſcourage this laudable Endeavour, as has been done for ſome 
« Time, chiefly By THt GUNTLEMEN OF iH Law, and they themſelves 
« will ſoon ſee the Inconvemeencies of it,” --- The Gentlemen of the Law are well 
able to defend themſelves, and to them I leave him; however, to know his 
Meaning the better, I ask him, do you mean by theſe Gentlemen's diſcou: agin, 
this laudable Endeavour, /tiz. ſuch Pedigrees aud Genealogies as Robin 25 
I ſay, do you mean their paſſing Sentence on, and condemning ſuch Villains; for 
that is no doubt a Blot in their Eſcutcheon, a Diſcouragement in writing their 
Genealogy, whatever you think? Or do you mean that this worthy Body of the 
Law diſcourage Heraldry, as a Science? If fo, I think you have highly compli- 
mented alſo that Body, at the Head of which ſtands your NoBLe Patron, 
under whoſe Leading and Auſpices that great and glorious Stand was made, which 
animated the whole Britiſb Nation with the true Spirit of Liberty, Property, and 
Religion, an honeft Zeal and Ardour for our for ever happy preſent Eftabliſh- 
ment in his Majeſty King George, and his Royal Family, when Rebellion with 
all her Hydra-Heads was at its Summit, and when you thought it moſt prudent 
and fafe not to publiſh this Robber's and Highlanders Pedigree, or the Pilgrimage 
of the French Lady to your dear Lady Roifia. 1 | 
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The reſt of this Chapter is taken up in deſcribing the Rudiments and common 
Ordinaries of Heraldry, called by old Gerard Leigh - the Accidence of Heraldry : 
Thus far has our Doctor proceeded in this Study, and (by what I can perceive 
of him) is like to ſtick faſt there all the Days of his Life. Before I conclude this 
Chapter, I cannot omit addreſſing him, on Account of the great Learning he has 
ſhewed at the Head of every Chapter, fronted with Latin Verſes. It puts me in 
Mind of thoſe Wonder-working Bills which every Quack in Town and Countr 
puts forth, for Quacks there are in all Sciences, Antiquity, Heraldry, Sc. as well 
as Phyſick; and I reflected on Spectator Ne. 444, Vol. 6, entitled Pax TURIUNT 
MonTes: Where the Author very humourouſly compares himſelf to theſe 
Quas, and ſays - Let it be to the Purpoſe or nor, I keep a Labin Sentence in 
my Front; and was not a little pleaſed, when I obſerved one of my Readers ſay, 
caſting his Eyes on my 2oth Paper --- WHAT, MORE LATIN ftill! WRAT 4 
PRODIGIOUS SCHOLAR IS THIS MAN! | 


The CONCLUSION. 


A Town ſtanding on that Spot or Point where the two Military Ways of 
Ermin-Street, and Ikenald Croſi, in the Roman Time. Roiſton a 
Town in the Saxon Time. The Statue of Hermes ſtanding on that 

Spot gave Name to the Hundred, and the Military Way, a Croſs there 

in the Saxon Time. At this Croſs, a Tumulus of ſome Saxon King. 
The Practice and Cuſtom of all Northern Nati ns to bury in publick 
Ways, alſo of the Greeks and Romans. From this Royal Tumulus, 
Roiſton fhewn to take its Name. The Tumulus for good Rerfons 
flung down, and into the Ferm'tage, on its Diffolution. The true 
Derivation of Roiſton Zown. The Doctors Images all ejected, re- 
commended to a Puppet-Shew.. ] King metamorphoſed by him into an 


old Woman. A juſt Return upon him, with a Farewell 


HUS having made a Reply to the Doctor's elaborate and illufrious Original, 
Chapter by Chapter, it remains now that I draw to a Concluſion; Here 

then I ſhall ſhew, that there was a Town in Being, where Ka#on now ſtands, 
in the Roman Time. Secondly, That the Town of Roi/fon. was in Being, and 
bore that Name in the Saxon Age. And on my proving this, and What will 


be juſtly inferred from it, the whole Babel, the many monjirous — 
ables 
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Fables and Figments of his Lady Roiſia, and the whole Farrago of his Book, will 
fall to the Ground --- Procumbi humi Bos, --- Firſt then it was the conſtant Prac- 
tice of the Romans to erect Towns (if there were none there before) on that Spot 
or Angle where great or military Roads met, and croffed each other, as I have 
ſhewn in ſfoine Meaſure under Chapter II. "Thus Dun#able, the Magiouinium of 
the Romans, ſeated where the Watling-Street and the I[kemld croſs each other; 
thus Cleychefter, the Venn nes of the Roumans, where the Fols and //atling-Street 
croſs; thus Cirenceſter, the Roman Durocornovium, where the F ofs and the mili- 
tary Road to Glouce er; and thus Wenilebury, the Roman Alceſter, where the 
Akeman-Street and the old Roman Way from Wallingford croſs each other. Many 
more like Inſtances might be produced; and as the Scite of Roi/on agrees and 
tallies with all theſe, being on two of the four moſt antient and famous Roman 
military Ways, the Ermin-Strect and the Henild, and as many Roman Coins have 
been found here, it may be juſtly concluded chat there was a Town here in the 
Time of the Romans. And this the Doctor confeſſes, but adds --- It was de- 
<< moliſhed either by the Scots and P:if7s when they invaded the South, or when 
% our \axon' Anceſtors ravaged the Country, Sc. This therefoie being no 
longer a Point between us, I proceed ſecondly to ſhew that the Town of Koiffor: 
was in Being in che Saxon Times, or Age. The Doctor ſays the old Roman 
Town was demoliſhed, but cannot fix either on the Time when, or the People; 
whether they were Scots, Pits, or Saxons: So that this is all Strength of Fancy, 
pure Gu«/5-wo:'k, The _ ſame Reaſons which induced the Romans to erect 
Towns and Stations on theſe Spots where theſe military Ways croffed, viz. pro- 
per Reception, and Convenieney, Sc. for their Armies and all Travellers through 
theſe ſo much frequented Paſſes; and eſpec ally here on a wide extended Heath; 
muſt induce- the Saxons alſo, when Times were once ſettled, to rebuild theſe 
Towns, if they had been deſtroyed; and that the Saxons did fo, appears plainly 
from the Towns Roman and Saxon above ſpecified --- I his made Hor/ey ſay 
*Tis a general and juſt Obſervation, that the Saxons uſually built on Roman t oun- 
dations Brit. Rom. P. 393. I have already alſo obſcrved, that the Spot or 
Angle here, where the E-min-Street and the Ihenild Way croſſed each other, 
was highly remarkable, and rendered ſo by the erecting of a famous Statue or 
Column dedicated to Hermes; from whence the Roman military Way, and the 
Saxon Hundred of Ermin-Street, derived their Names, in which Hundred it 
ſtood; and was the Head (and deſervedly) of that Hundred where the Hundred 
Court was kept from its firft Eftahliſhment, and in the Reign of Edward IT, and 
to very late ſimes; the Statue of Hermes being thrown down by the Saxons, 
when converted to Chriſtianity, and a Croſs being erected in the Room of it; as 
was the Cuſtom and Practice alſo of the Saxons, ſhewn at large in Chapter II. 
I have alſo ſhewn in the ſame Place, that it was a Saxon Cuſtom and Practice to 
bury their Dead, their Kings, and Princes, Fc. on their great military Ways, 
and Roads, eſpecially at the Spot or Angle where they croſſed; and to erect 
over them a Tumulus, Low, or _— many of which retain the Name of che 

| 2 King, 


King, ©. there interred to this very Day; and in this they might follow the 
old Romans, as they did the Greets. | | | 


Fuit ingens Monte ſub alto 
Regis Dercenni terreno ex Apgere buſium | 
Antiqui Laurentis, Opacag; lice tectum, --= Eneid. Virg. L. xi. 


Achilles complains how he had erected a ſmall Tumulus for his Favourite Patro- 
clus, and intreats his Friends, who ſhould ſurvive him, to add to the Height of 
it, as we find they did - Hom. Il. L. 23, and Od. L. 24 --- And a Pillar, Co- 
lumn, or Statue, was erected often for their Princes, Sc. on theſe Tumuli, as 
an Honour to the Deceaſed --- II. L. 16. And the Saxons as I've ſhewn had 
their Croſſes by, or on their Tumuli, in theſe Places. And that there was on 
that very Spot and Angle at Roiſton, where the two above mentioned famous old 
military Ways croſſed, an eminent and very remarkable Tumulus, agreeable to 
the Cuſtom and Practice at leaſt of the Saxon Age, from which the Town of Roi- 
fon took its Name, I ſhall ſhew from this following Teſtimony of the learned 
Dane Olaus Wormius, in his Dan. Mon. P. 40. It was (ſays he) the moſt antient 
Way and Practice of all the Northern Nations (under which we may ſafely in- 
clude the Saxon to bury in a plain Field, or Champion by the King's Highway, 
not only ſuch as were ſlain in the Field, but others. The Method was thus --- 
They made a Ring or Circus, in which they burned the Body of the Deceaſed ; 
and then filled up the Area of this Circus with Stone, Sand, and Earth, till they 
raiſed an Hill in Form of a little Mountain, which they then covered with the 

reen Turf or Flag; and this Burial they called --- Rois ER, and this Way and 
ite of Burial - Ar Rolfs RH; and this Honour was paid only to Kings, others 
being buried with leſs Pomp. --- Hear, Doctor, the great Dane himſelf --- Pri- 
mitus enim defunttis Juſta ſoluturi, in Campo plana juxta Viam Regiam, &c. Cir- 
cum efformabant, in hoc defuncti Cadaver cremabant, Fc. hinc tatam aream, lapi- 
dibus, Arena, Glebague terreſtri replebant, ac in formam Monticuli, collem deſuper 
attollebant, quem demum Ceſpitibus tegebant. Hac Sepultura Roistr, et hunc 
Sepeliendi Ritum AT Rorse dixerunt, Regibus tantum hune honorem habitum vo- 
lunt; Alia autem pompa Minore tumulatoas, Here then I may juſtly conclude and 
maintain, was a Royal Saxon Tumulus; and from this Tumulus and Way of Bu- 
rial, and the Saxon King or Prince thus buried here, the Town took its Name 
Roist-Ton, or Rois row, and Rois ES-CR oss; as we find it truly wrote and 
called in Edward the Second's Time, when the Earl of Clare kept here his Hun- 
dred Court. --- Reiſes-Cro/5, or de Cruce Rohefie, as we find it wrote in an old 
Deed of Roifon Priory, in the Reign of King Henry III, is a Contraction of, and 
formed of two old Daniſb or Northern Words * Rou, or Roo, which ſignifies Re- 
guies; 


— 


+ See P. 268 and 269 of Verſtegan' Antiq. 


8 and Hwiifia, Labor; and is interpreted by Claus Rudberkrs in his Opera, 
age 209 --- Intermiſſio Laborum; a proper Appellation for a Burial- Place, agree- 
able to St. John, who ſpeaking of the Dead ſays They reft from their Labours.“ 
And that this is not a Name peculiar to this Place or Tumulus alone, I ſhall ſhew 
from the Regiſter of Fordham Biſhop of Ely; where, Anno 1395, we find --- He- 
remitagium Vocat. Rouſe-Hill juxto Ely --- An Hermitage as at Koifon annexed to, 
or at an Hill or Tumulus called Rouſe or Rot/e Hill. And in Lancaſbire we find 
the Town of Roihon about five Miles Southward of Rochdale, as appears from 
Moll's Map of that Country; a Friend as I preſume of our Doctor, by his contri- 
buting to the ſaid Maps, of which Townſhip I preſume the Doctor will not main- 
tain his Lady Roifja to be the Foundreſs alſo. And that Hermits or Anchorites 
in the Saxon Age made Choice of ſuch Places for their Refidence and Station ap- 
pears, from the Account we have of St. Gathlac --- Erat itaque in prafata Inſula 
Tumulus Agrefiibus glebis coacervatus, quem olim avari, Sc. defodientes ſceindebant, 
in cujus latere velut Ciflerna ineſſe videbatur, in qua Vir beatæ memorie Gutlacus 
deſuper impoſito tugurio habitare cepit - Append, to Leland, 4 Vol. P. 130. --- 


What if Camden has ſaid, the Town of Roifon was not antient, having riſen 
fince the Northern Conqueſt? Bernardus non videt omnia; he ſaid this, it not oc- 
curring in Domeſday-Book, and a Reaſon for that has been already aſſigned : 
Camden ſays it was not a Roman Station, not being antient, but the Doctor con- 
futes him in that Opinion. In ſhort, Camden knew not what to make of it, or 
Lady Roiſia, calling her the ſuppoſed Zounteſs of Norfolk, and in that alſd he ſtands 
corrected by our Doctor. 


A 2zzre perhaps may be ftarted, whether Kings or Princes thus buried were 

_ Chriſtians? To which I reply, there is no Reaſon to ſuppoſe the contrary on that 
Account. The Saxons who lived in this Tract, were either the Eaft Saxons or 
the Mercians; and if Sir H. Chauncy is right, they were the Eaft Saxons, he aſ- 
ſerting the military Way of Ermin-Street to be the Boundary of thoſe two King- 
doms, and alſo of the Sees of London and Lincoln, as it remains to this Day. And 
the Croſs of Rohefia, or Roiſe's Croſs, being in the Kingdom of the Eaft Saxons, 
ſome Eatt Saxon King or Prince was here buried on the Frontiers or utmoſt Boun- 
dary of his Kingdom; ſuch-like Hills or Tumuli being often placed in this Man- 
ner, as a Limes. Leland, V. 5, P. 115. The firſt Eaſt Saxon Chriſtian King 
was Sebert, who began his Reign in 596; and the firſt Mercian Chriſtian King 
Penda, who began his in 655. And it is to be remembred that Cuthbert, Arch- 
Biſhop of Canterbury, firſt erected Church- Yards in England about 758: The Bu- 
rial of all the Dead in England, Kings, Princes, Sc. was before that not within, 
but out of every Town or City. And when Church-Yards were founded, the 
Saxons and Northern Nations were fond and tenacious of their old Way of Burial, 
on ſome great Road, or military Way, looking upon it as more honourable, Sc. 


This I've ſhewn in the Burial of Gx1imEe or GuT#6x1ME, who though 1 * 
7 EY King 


King of the Eaft Angles, and baptized with his Nobles, King Ar FRED being his 
Godfather, yet kept to this old Mode and Way of Burial by a great Road, where 
his Tumulus or How goes by his Name, Grimes How, or Grime,'s Grave, at 
this very Day. And if 1 am not miſtaken, the ſame is the Caſe with the Great 
Orxa, King of the Mercians, Refounder of Litchfield Cathedral, who lies buried 
ander a Low called Ofa's Low, and gives Name alſo to the Hundred wherein 
it ſtands, (as GxINM ESS How does) nigh to the City of Litehſeld, where the 
WATLING-S1REET and the IKEN1LD crois each other. | 


It appears then that the Town of Ro1s row was in Being in the Saxon Age, 
and took its Name from the Tumulus, Ro:sr, the Burial of ſome Saxon King or 
Prince of the Eaſt Saxons moſt probably on that Spot, where the two military 
Ways croſſed; and that there was an Hermitage adjoining to this Tumulus in the 
Saxon Age, appears from its giving Name to the Lordſhip of Nz.wceLLs, ſo de- 
nominated in DoMEsDavy-Book; and allo from the Practice and Cuſtom of old 
Hermits in thoſe Times, who were delighted in and made Choice of ſuch a Station 
and Reſidence. And it is highly probable, that on the Diſſolution of this Hermi- 
tage at RorsToN (at firſt founded and ſtanding in a wild Champion) the Tu u u- 
Los with the Cxoss were both thrown dowa to enlarge the Road, then ſur- 
rounded with Houſes, Sc. for the hetter Conveniency and Eaſe of Paſſengers, 
Carts, c. and for making the Market-Place more capacious, if it was kept at 
that Time by the ſaid Tumulus, 


And now a very natural and eaſy Solution wil! offer itſelf to the Doctor's Queſ- 
tions ſtarted, P. 81, rig. 2. --- I would ask cur Antagoniſt, how he would 
e account for a Body being thus regularly buried in the Place / viz. the Oratory 
s in fo large a Quantity of the pureſt Garden- Mold, conſiſtent with his Notion o 
% the Place being diſſolved in the Time of Henry VIII? Who would be at the 
« Expence of carrying 150 Load of fine Mold into it, fr r the Sake of one Body? 
„Why thould they do it? Where ſhould they get it? Why ſhould this be done 
* in the Middle of the Town, when the Church and Church- Yard. is ſo near?” - 
To this I reply, it was the Body of a Saxon King or Prince buried according to 
the common Practice and Cuſtom (as I've ſhewn) of his Country, in a Royal Tu- 
mulus made by his Army, or a large — of his People; thrown down and into 
the Hermitage adjoining to it on its Diſſolution, and in ſo doing the Charge and 
Trouble was ſaved of carrying it to any diſtant Place, and for the Conveniencies 
above ſpecified; and if ſuch a Quantity of pure Garden-Mold could be procured 
here in his Lady Roifa's Time, as the Doctor grants, I hope he will allow that 
the ſame might be procured in the Saxon Age. 5 


Having thus anſwered the Doctor's Quæries --- Let me now in Return ask him, 
How caine it to paſs that his Lady Roiſia's Chapel ſhould be prophaned ſo ſoon 
after her Death, contrary to the Practice and Superſtition of that Age? re. | 
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would be at the Coſt or Charge of bringing 150 Load of Mold to cover one Body, 
and to bury in Oblivion the eee, of this great Lady? What Ingratitude muſt 
here be charged on the good Townimen of Noiſton to their noble Foundreſs, who 
wittingly and willing] did or ſuffered all this to be done? The Doctor is not only 
to anſwer for theſe enſures; but what is more, that very Scall which he main- 
tained to be the Scull of his dear Lady Koiſia turns out the Scull of a Saxon KING 
or Prince, whom he has metamorphoſed into an d Y/oman: I lay no Pretences to 
Anatomy, but argue from Matter of Fact; though I am very credibly informed, 
that 'tis the Judgment of the moſt eminent Phyſician, and ÆAſculapius of this Age, 
and others, that *tis impoſſible to diſtinguiſh the Scull of a Man from a Woman, 
after lying ſo many (near fix) Centuries in the Ground, as the Doctor has re- 
reſented : So that his O Gasteig are turned into a agum, with which he may 
ſaddled all the Days of his Life. But leaſt another Mere may be ſtarted, viz. 
How this Scull (ſuppoſing the Body to be burned) remained as repreſented, I 
ſhall produce an Inſtance from Olaus Mormius on the very ſame Subject --- Sed 


et Offa humana ſemiuſta eodem in loco defoſſa-fuerunt. 


Thus have I replied to all the Objections brought by the Doctor againſt my 
Anſwer to his Orig. R. N. r, maintained and confirmed the ſame; ſhewn the 
Town of Roi/f/on to have been a Saxon Town, its Derivation, Sc. and alſo the 
Hiftory of his dear Lady Rors14 to be a downright Fable and Figment, and all 
this not from a few ſtrained diſtorted Pieces and Patches of Monkiſh Authors and 
Annals, but from many venerable authentick Records and Deeds, from Proteſtant 
Authors, and otheis of eſtabliſhed Fame, Honour, and Dignity, treating profeſ- 


ſedly on the Point and Queſtion. 


And now what Attonement can the Doctor make, in thus impoſing on the 


| learned World, in two Originals indeed? Second Thoughts are or ſhould be beſt, 


but his ſecond Original has not its Fellow; the Rudenefs, the Ignorance that he 
charges others with recoils, and inſults its own Maſter; the Inſolence that is pointed 
againſt Acts of Parliament, Royal Grants, Crowned Heads, Right Reverend and 
learned Biſhops,, Authors of known Worth, eftabliſhed Fame and Merit, authen- 
tick Deeds and Records, learned Bodies and Societies, Profeſſors of liberal Arts 
and Sciences, is too notorious, charging Perſons with want of Faith, Charity, and 
Skill in Divinity, becauſe they do not impi'icitly refign their Senſes, go on a Pil- 
grimage, like his weak French Homan, and fall proftrate before his dear 1maginary 
Lady Roiſia, Obſerve, Reader, the Stiffneſs of his Stile, his Pride and Haughti-- 
neſs, how he plumes himſelf, and triumphs at laſt even over the great and good 
old Camden; and big with Vanity, Conceit, and Weakneſs, fancies he has ſtrip- 
ped him of all his Glory, and that he bore Oex1Mma SpoLta taken from that ve- 
nerable Antiquary --- is no mean Thing to retrieve the Life and Acts of, 
4 and Sepulture of, the great Foundreſs of Roifon, which eſcaped the excellent 


* Camden's Sagacity : Orig. 2, P. 117. --- To this give me Leave to add, and the 
| | | 25 Sagacity 


| [4] 
Sagacity alſo of an aſſuming ſelf-conceited Doctor. To conclude --- What will 
now become of the large Family of the Doctor's dear Lady Koiſia, ejected out of 
the Oratory? To ſhew the Doctor that I have Charity, 7 really pity them, and 
him very much; and ſhall recommend what may be of immediate Service. --- | 
On Sight of Tab. 2, where the whole Rojfan Family are drawn our, from Hugh 
de Beauchamp to the End of the Plate, and make an Appearance, as on rhe Birth- 
Day of Lady Koa, in their beſt Apparel and Family Jewels, (as the Doctor de- 
clares) it put me in Mind of the Stage of a Puppet-Show, which they would grace 
and become much better. The Play thar I would recommend, ak the Doctor's 
(their Maſter's) Leave, ſhould be the Siege of Troy, or the Fare of King Priame 
There are Dramatis Perſonæ ſufficient even for the Grecian and Trojan Armies, as 
in Tab. 2. The King of England, Henry the Second, would make a good Priam; 
the King of France, a crafty Ulyſſes; Koiſia's Son Magnaville, a glorious Hector, or 
Achilles; and dear Lady Roiſia, a moſt excellent Hecuba. There is but one Thing 
to fear, that is if thoſe Cacodamons or Familiars, whom the Doctor ſo frequently 
mentions, ſhould take it into their accurſed Heads to bring from the Dead the 
Ghoſt of, or to per ſona-e, the Saxon King here buried, whom the Doctor has 
metamorphoſed into an i Foman, he may act the Part of Punch, and kick them 
all off the Stage, in his juſt Rage and ludignation. I have nothing further to add, 
but to compliment the Doctor on this Occation in Verſe, as he is a Lover of ir. 


Jupiter ex alto /ua fulmina miſit Olyn po, 
Aue pepedit Anus IVO aTaus. Cop vn. 


Out of Tenderneſs, as he always (where two Conſtructions offer) by an Ohligue 
Turn takes the wrong, I declare ſolemnly that by Anus 1 intend no Joke or Pun 
on his being Lax; bur as he has turned a Saxon King into an old Woman, I can ſee 
no Offence in copying after ſo learned a Doctor, and as iuch I at preſent take my 
Leave of him, 25 e | | 


